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[Docket  No.  19658;  FCC  74-879] 

FEE  SCHEDULE  AND  COMMERCIAL 

RADIO  OPERATOR  LICENSES 

Further  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

1.  On  December  13,  1972,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  adopted  a  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  in  the  above  entitled  matter 
looking  toward  a  general  revision  of  its 
schedule  of  fees.1  It  was  indicated  at  the 
time  of  adoption  of  the  Commission’s 
first  schedule  of  fees  that  we  would 
undertake  a  continuing  review  of  the 
schedule.*  The  current  proceeding  is  a 
reflection  of  that  continuing  review.  A 
large  number  of  comments,  both  formal 
and  informal,  were  received  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  following  issuance  of  the  Decem¬ 
ber  1972  Notice.  On  February  26, 1974  the 
Commission  adopted  a  Report  and  Order 
in  this  proceeding  establishing  a  new 
schedule  of  fees  that  was  to  have  been 
effective  May  1,  1974*  However,  before 
that  newly  adopted  schedule  was  public¬ 
ly  released,  the  Supreme  Court  handed 
down  its  decision  in  National  Cable  Tele¬ 
vision  Association,  Inc.  v.  United  States,* 
a  case  which  had  arisen  out  of  a  number 
of  petitions  for  judicial  review  of  the 
schedule  of  fees  adopted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  1970.G  While  the  only  issue  before 
the  Supreme  Court  in  the  NCTA  case  in¬ 
volved  the  cable  television  annual  fee,  the 
decision  raised  certain  basic  questions 
with  respect  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
Commission  had  computed  the  fees 
adopted  in  its  1970  schedule.  Since  Title 
V  of  the  Independent  Offices  Appropria¬ 
tions  Act  of  1952,  31  U.S.C.  483a  (here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  Title  V) ,  which  is 
the  basis  of  the  Commission’s  authority 
to  adopt  fees,  naturally  must  be  inter¬ 
preted  by  the  Commission  in  the  future 
in  light  of  the  Supreme  Court’s  con¬ 
struction  of  the  statute,  and  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  new  schedule  adopted 
on  February  26,  1974,  would  have  relied 
on  substantially  the  same  interpretation 
of  the  statute  as  the  1970  schedule,  the 
Commission  determined  on  March  7, 
1974  to  reconsider,  on  its  own  motion, 
the  adoption  of  the  Report  and  Order 
in  Docket  19658.°  This  further  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  reflects  the  remand 
of  the  case  for  further  proceedings 
directed  by  the  Supreme  Court  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  cable  television  annual  fee 


1  38  FCC  2d  587  (1972) ,  37  FR  28574  (1972) . 

"See,  e.g.,  34  FCC  811  (1963). 

3  See  FCC  News  Report  No.  9201,  February 

27,  1974. 

<415  U.S.—  (1974),  94  S.  Ct.  1146  (1974). 

6  23  FCC  2d  880  (1970) ,  petitions  for  recon- 
sid.  denied,  28  FCC  2d  139  (1971).  Petitions 
lor  review  ol  the  1970  schedule  were  consoli¬ 
dated  in  the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
Fifth  Circuit  which,  in  the  case  of  Clay 
Broadcasting  Corp.  v.  United  States,  464  F. 
2d.  1313  (1972),  affirmed  the  Commission’s 
schedule  of  fees  in  all  respects.  Only  the  Na¬ 
tional  Cable  Television  Association  petition¬ 
ed  the  Supreme  Court  to  review  the  Clay 
Broadcasting  decision. 

*  See  FCC  News  Report  No.  9233,  Mar.  8, 

1974. 


and,  in  addition,  proposes  other  revisions 
in  the  schedule  of  fees  in  light  of  the 
Court’s  interpretation  of  the  statute. 

2.  Title  V  provides; 

It  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  any 
work,  service,  publication,  report,  document, 
benefit,  privilege,  authority,  use,  franchise, 
license,  permit,  certificate,  registration,  or 
similar  thing  of  value  or  utility  performed, 
furnished,  provided,  granted,  prepared,  or 
issued  by  any  Federal  agency  (including 
whoUy  owned  Government  corporations  as 
defined  in  the  Government  Corporation  Con¬ 
trol  Act  of  1945)  to  or  for  any  person  (in¬ 
cluding  groups,  associations,  organizations, 
partnerships,  corporations  or  businesses) ,  ex¬ 
cept  those  engaged  in  the  transaction  of  offi¬ 
cial  business  of  the  Government,  shall  be 
self-sustaining  to  the  full  extent  possible, 
and  the  head  of  each  Federal  agency  is  au¬ 
thorized  by  regulation  (which,  in  the  case  of 
agencies  in  the  executive  branch  shall  be  as 
uniform  as  practicable  and  subject  to  such 
policies  as  the  President  may  prescribe)  to 
prescribe  therefor  such  fee,  charge,  or  price, 
if  any,  as  he  shall  determine,  in  case  none 
exists,  or  redetermine  in  case  of  an  existing 
one,  to  be  fair  and  equitable  taking  into 
consideration  direct  and  indirect  cost  to  the 
Government,  value  to  the  recipient,  public 
policy  or  interest  served,  and  other  pertinent 
facts,  and  any  amount  so  determined  or  re¬ 
determined  shall  be  collected  and  paid  into 
the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts  *  *  *. 

3.  The  original  notice  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  reiterated  the  Commission’s  basis  for 
its  broad  revision  of  the  schedule  of  fees 
in  1970.  That  revision  for  the  first  time 
established  a  schedule  of  fees  directed  to 
the  goal  of  making  the  Commission  self- 
sustaining  to  the  full  extent  possible.’ 
Prior  to  1970,  the  Commission’s  schedule 
of  fees  had  regularly  collected  about  25 
percent  of  the  Commission’s  annual  ap¬ 
propriations.  The  schedule  adopted  in 
1970  was  designed  to  collect  a  total  of 
approximately  $25.6  million  annually — 
the  Commission’s  budget  level  at  that 
time.  Total  fee  collections  under  that 
schedule  were  $24  million  in  FY  1972 
and  $25.8  million  in  FY  1973,  the  first 
two  full  years  of  operation.  However, 
the  Commission’s  costs  had  risen  sub¬ 
stantially  (from  $26.6  million  in  FY  1971 
to  $35.1  million  in  FY  1973)  and  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  was  instituted  in  order  to  revise 
the  schedule  of  fees  consistent  with  the 
self-sustaining  goal.  The  1972  Notice 
projected  FY  1974  costs  of  $42.4  million 
and  FY  1974  fee  collections  under  the 
schedule  proposed  therein  of  $42.8  mil¬ 
lion.8 

4.  On  March  4,  1974,  the  Supreme 
Court  in  the  NCTA  decision,  concluded 
that  the  Commission’s  annual  fee  for 
cable  television  systems  had  not  been 
formulated  in  a  manner  consistent  with 
a  proper  interpretation  of  Title  V.  Al¬ 
though  the  Court’s  decision  was  limited 
to  the  issue  of  the  cable  television  annual 
fee,  it  appears  to  have  rejected  the  con¬ 
cept  that  the  Commission’s  fees  should 
approximate  its  budget.  While  not  strik¬ 
ing  down  annual  fees,  or  in  fact  any  fees 
specifically,  the  Court  concluded  that, 
“It  is  not  enough  to  figure  the  total  cost 
(direct  and  indirect)  to  the  Commission 
for  operating  a  CATV  unit  of  supervision 
and  then  to  contrive  a  formula  that  re- 


7  See  23  FCC  2d  880,  881-83  (1970) . 
•  38  FCC  2d  587,  589  ( 1972) . 


imburses  the  Commission  for  that 
amount.  Certainly  some  of  the  costs  in¬ 
ured  to  the  benefit  of  the  public  *  * 

Thus  the  Court  stated  that  the  cable 
television  annual  fee  should  not  include 
the  agency’s  costs  “for  the  protective 
services  rendered  the  public  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.”  The  Court  directed  that  the 
Congressional  aim  of  insuring  that  re¬ 
cipients  of  benefits  from  the  Commission 
pay  some  of  the  costs  be  achieved  within 
the  framework  of  “value  to  the  recip¬ 
ient.”  10 3 * * 6 * 

5.  This  further  notice  proposes  a  re¬ 
vised  schedule  of  fees  whereby  only  those 
activities  that  are  specifically  identified 
as  primarily  benefitting  identifiable  re¬ 
cipients  will  be  included  as  costs  in  the 
fee  program.  The  costs  of  those  activities 
which  either  cannot  be  identified  as  spe¬ 
cifically  benefitting  identifiable  recipi¬ 
ents,  or  which  can  be  identified  as  pri¬ 
marily  benefitting  the  general  public  will 
not  be  recouped  through  collection  of 
fees.  The  Commission  does  not  consider 
that  either  Title  V  or  the  NCTA  decision 
establishes  mutually  exclusive  categories 
of  services,  i.e.,  the  Commission  is  not 
limited  to  charging  fees  for  services 
which  solely  benefit  the  recipients  of 
those  services.  Such  a  view  would  render 
Title  V  a  nullity  because  the  very  basis 
for  the  establishment  of  the  Commission 
was  the  protection  of  the  public  interest 
in  wire  and  radio  communication,  and 
public  interest  considerations  are  thus  an 
inherent  part  of  all  Commission  activi¬ 
ties.  It  is  our  view  that  the  Commission 
is  authorized  to  charge  fees  for  those 
services  that  provide  a  value  to  identifi¬ 
able  recipients,  which  we  have  identified 
as  activities  associated  with  processing  of 
applications  that  provide  authorization 
for  individuals,  for  example,  to  operate 
radio  transmitters,  or  sell  radio  equip¬ 
ment,  or  collect  common  carrier  charges. 
The  fact  that  the  general  public  may  also 
benefit  by  Commission  authorization  of 
such  activities,  in  that  the  activities  may 
directly  or  indirectly  provide  a  service  to 
the  public,  does  not  limit  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  authority  to  charge  a  fee  to  the  re¬ 
cipients  of  the  services  that  will  allow 
those  services  provided  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  be  operated  on  a  self-sustaining 
basis  as  mandated  in  Title  V. 

6.  The  proposed  fee  schedule  is  devised 
to  recover  basically  the  costs  associated 
with  processing  of  applications  and  tariff 
filings.  It  is  our  view  that  this  approach  is 
consistent  with  the  Court’s  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  the  statute,  since  the  fees  will  re¬ 
cover  only  so  much  of  the  Commission’s 
total  costs  as  are  attributable  to  work 
done  to  create  value  to  the  recipients. 
The  costs  of  activities  that  are  not  di¬ 
rectly  related  to  the  providing  of  specific 
services  through  application  or  tariff 
processing  will  not  be  recovered  through 
the  fee  program.  Thus,  such  activities  as 
general  rule  making  and  enforcement 
and  costs  associated  with  applications  by 
fee-exempt  services  (educational  broad¬ 
casting,  police,  fire,  local  government  ra¬ 
dio,  etc.)  are  excluded.  In  addition  the 


*415  U.S.  at  — ,  94  S.Ct.  at  1150. 

« Id. 
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costs  associated  with  certain  general  sup¬ 
port  activities,  e.g„  the  General  Counsel’s 
Office,  the  Office  of  mans  and  Poller, 
parts  of  the  Executive  Director’s  Office, 
have  been  excluded  from  the  fee  recover¬ 
able  cost  base.  A  more  complete  explana¬ 
tion  of  the  revised  method  of  cost  alloca¬ 
tion  is  set  out  below. 

7.  On  the  basis  of  the  theory  explained 
above,  an  allocation  of  costs  to  each  Bu¬ 
reau  was  developed  that  was  substan¬ 
tially  different  from  the  manner  in  which 
the  allocation  of  costs  has  been  per¬ 
formed  in  the  past.“  Previously  we  have 
taken  the  direct  activity  costs  of  each 
Bureau  as  set  out  in  the  Budget,  adding 
to  that  those  costs  of  support  activities 
that  are  directly  attributable  to  that  Bu¬ 
reau,  such  as  the  cost  of  certain  Field 
Operations  activities,  and  then  allocating 
the  remaining  indirect  or  support  costs, 
e.g.,  the  Executive  Director’s  office  and 
the  General  Counsel’s  office,  on  a  pro  rata 
basis  to  each  Bureau.  The  proposed  new 
allocation,  however,  as  indicated  above, 
is  based  principally  upon  only  the  costs 
attributable  to  application  processing. 

8.  The  allocated  costs  are  based  on  the 
Commission’s  FY  1975  budget  estimates 
as  submitted  to  Congress  In  January  of 
this  year.  The  total  budget  submission 
for  FY  1975  was  $46,847,000.  These 
budget  estimates  were  analyzed  by  activ¬ 
ity  to  determine  the  costs  attributable  to 
the  processing  of  applications.  Initially 
three  offices  of  the  Commission  were 
considered  to  be  sufficiently  removed 
from  a  direct  relationship  with  process¬ 
ing  activities  to  exclude  their  costs. 
Therefore,  those  activities,  the  General 
Counsel’s  Office,  the  Office  of  Plans  and 
Policy  and  the  Offices  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioners,  have  been  excluded  from  all  cal¬ 
culations.  In  addition,  the  Internal  Equal 
Employment,  Safety  and  Security,  and 
Emergency  Communications  activities 
of  the  Executive  Director’s  Office  were 
excluded  on  the  same  basis.  The  costs  of 
remaining  activities  of  the  Executive 
Director’s  office  were  allocated  to  other 
Commission  activities  on  a  pro  rata 
basis.  These  costs  were  chosen  as  the 
only  “indirect”  costs  to  be  allocated  to 
application  processing  based  on  the 
essential  nature  of  the  support  functions 
performed,  e.g.,  payroll,  personnel,  man¬ 
agement  review,  distribution  of  mail, 
procurement  of  supplies,  etc. 

9.  The  cost  allocation  began  with  the 
FY  1975  budget  for  each  of  the  fee  col¬ 
lecting  activities.  These  activities,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  budget,  include  all  costs 
which  can  be  attributed  to  the  six  basic 
bureaus  Including  costs  allocated  from 
the  administrative  law  judges,  the  Re¬ 
view  Board,  the  Office  of  Opinions  and 
Review,  the  Data  Automation  Division, 
and  the  Dockets  Branch.  In  addition,  for 
purposes  of  establishing  a  total  cost  basis 
against  which  to  calculate  the  fee  recov¬ 
erable  costs  In  each  area,  each  activity 
was  assigned  a  pro  rata  share  of  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Executive  Director’s  Office 
that  is  included  in  the  fee  program,  as 
Indicated  above.  Finally  that  portion  of 
the  National  Spectrum  Management 


11  See,  e.p,  38  FCC  2d  587,  590  (1972). 


Program  that  Is  directly  concerned  with 
processing  applications  was  attributed 
to  the  Safety  and  Special  Activity  and 
the  costs  of  the  Antenna  Survey  Program 
of  FOB  were  directly  related  to  the  li¬ 
censing  programs  It  supports. 

10.  After  the  foregoing  total  cost  basis 
was  established  for  each  fee  collecting 
activity,  each  activity  was  divided  into 
two  parts,  on  a  percentage  basis:  (1) 
That  part  of  the  activity  directly  involved 
In  the  processing  of  applications;  and 
(2)  the  remaining  functions  performed 
by  the  activity.  Examples  of  the  latter 
include:  Rules  and  Standards,  Com¬ 
plaints  and  Compliance,  the  Chief  En¬ 
gineer’s  Research  Division  and  FOB’S 
Monitoring  and  Enforcement  activities. 
The  percentage  of  each  activity  that  was 
devoted  to  application  processing  was 
then  applied  to  the  overall  activity  costs 
to  determine  the  application  processing 
costs. 

11.  After  the  total  costs  of  applica¬ 
tions  processing  programs  had  been  es¬ 
tablished  for  each  activity,  as  described 
above,  one  final  calculation  was  accom¬ 
plished.  As  a  result  of  the  Commission’s 
determination  to  exclude  the  costs  asso¬ 
ciated  with  fee-exempt  applications  from 
the  fee  program,  the  costs  related  to 
processing  such  applications  was  ex¬ 
cluded  from  the  final  fee  recovery  figure. 
This  exclusion  amounted  to  approxi¬ 
mately  2  percent  of  the  Broadcast  Activ¬ 
ity  and  20  percent  of  the  Safety  and 
Special  Activity. 

Table  Projected  Oort*  and  Fee  Revenue  > 

[In  thousands  of  dollars] 


Activity 

Total 

projected 

costs 

Fee  re¬ 
coverable 
costs 

Projected 

fee 

revenue 

Broadcast _ — 

10,230 

7,090 

7,192 

Common  carrier _ 

6,718 

4,542 

4,542 

Safety  and  special.. 

5,173 

3,146 

3,150 

Cable  television...^ 

2, 577 

1,158 

1,162 

Field  operations _ 

12,165 

*1,002 

1, 001 

Chief  engineer _ 

General  support 

5,711 

*1,041 

1,040 

activities 4 . ..; 

4,273 

Total... _ _ 

46,847 

17,979 

18,087 

i  The  basis  for  the  costs  and  fee  revenue  set  out  In 
this  table  are  explained  In  paragraphs  6-11  above. 

*  Operator  licensing. 

*  Equipment  testing  and  approval. 

‘  Includes  Office  of  General  Counsel;  Office  of  Plans 
and  Policy,  Offices  of  Commissioners;  and  portions  of 
Office  of  Executive  Director  not  included  in  fee  program. 

12.  We  would  point  out  here  that  the 
costs  of  hearings  related  to  applications 
have  been  included  as  a  part  of  the  fee 
recoverable  costs  in  all  areas,  although 
the  only  major  impact  Is  in  the  broad¬ 
cast  and  common  carrier  activities  since 
application  related  hearings  are  an  in¬ 
significant  factor  in  other  areas.  How¬ 
ever,  because  the  public  interest  factor 
is  more  clearly  focused  when  a  hearing 
is  involved,  there  may  be  some  questions 
as  to  whether  the  costs  associated  with 
these  hearings  should  be  included  in 
fee  recoverable  costs.  We  would,  there¬ 
fore,  invite  comments  on  this  specific 
area  In  addition  to  any  comments  on  our 
general  method  of  cost  allocation  ex¬ 
plained  above. 

13.  The  relevant  figures  In  each  area 
that  were  developed  by  the  foregoing 


procedure  sure  set  out  in  Table  I  above 
along  with  the  projected  fee  revenue  in 
each  area  that  would  result  from  the 
revised  schedule  proposed  herein.  Indi¬ 
vidual  fees  within  each  area  were  com¬ 
puted  basically  by  retaining  the  present 
interrelationships  among  individual  fees, 
and  reducing  the  fees  on  a  percentage 
basis  in  light  of  the  lower  totals  with 
which  we  are  now  working. 

14,  The  proposed  fees  have  been  de¬ 
veloped,  in  most  cases,  by  a  general 
reduction  in  the  amount  attributed  to 
each  fee  collecting  activity,  based  on 
the  smaller  part  of  each  activity  that  is 
considered  to  be  a  proper  fee  base.  For 
example,  in  the  broadcast  area,  the  ac¬ 
tivities  that  have  been  identified  as  pro¬ 
viding  specific  services  for  which  fees 
may  be  assessed  are  estimated  to  result 
in  costs  to  the  Commission  of  approxi¬ 
mately  70  percent  of  the  total  broadcast 
fees  that  would  be  collected  if  the  pres¬ 
ent  broadcast  fee  schedule  were  to  re¬ 
main  in  effect.  Therefore,  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  a  few  particular  fees,  broad¬ 
cast  fees  have  generally  been  reduced 
by  30  percent.  In  addition,  we  are  pro¬ 
posing  continued  collection  of  annual 
fees  in  both  broadcast  and  cable  tele¬ 
vision  areas.  There  appears  to  be  some 
misconception  that  the  Supreme  Court 
struck  down  annual  fees  per  se  in  the 
NCTA  decision.  It  is  clear  that  it  did  not, 
as  Is  explicitly  pointed  out  by  the  dis¬ 
sent  in  that  case.11  While  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  considered  the  possibility  of 
eliminating  annual  fees  in  both  areas, 
and  replacing  them  with,  for  example, 
broadcast  license  renewal  fees  that  were 
deleted  in  1970  or  by  increased  fees  for 
certificate  of  compliance  applications,  it 
is  our  view  that  in  both  cases  the  annual 
fee  provides  a  more  fair  and  equitable 
assessment  of  the  fee,  more  accurately 
reflects  the  varying  value  to  the  recipi¬ 
ent  of  the  services  provided  to  the  wide 
range  of  broadcast  stations  and  cable 
television  systems  and  is  fully  in  accord 
with  the  standards  set  out  in  the  NCTA 
decision.  As  in  other  areas,  of  course, 
comments  would  be  welcomed  from  those 
with  differing  views,  and  will  be  fully 
considered  prior  to  any  final  determina¬ 
tion. 

15.  This  further  notice  proposes  a 
number  of  modifications  of  the  proposals 
in  the  original  notice  in  this  proceeding 
in  addition  to  those  directly  occasioned 
by  our  revisions  based  on  the  NCTA  de¬ 
cision.  The  revised  proposals  are  spe¬ 
cifically  set  out  in  the  respective  sec¬ 
tions  below  and  generally  fall  into  three 
categories:  (1)  Changes  indirectly  re¬ 
lated  to  the  NCTA  case,  e.g.,  the  unit 
fee  proposals  in  the  Safety  and  Special 
Services  have  been  deleted  because  of  the 
fact  that  the  substantial  drop  in  the 
basic  application  fee  appears  to  make 
the  implementation  of  unit  fees  imprac¬ 
tical  at  this  time;  (2)  changes  resulting 
from  comments  received  pursuant  to  the 
original  notice,  e.g.,  certain  modifications 
have  been  made  with  respect  to  “fami¬ 
lies”  of  equipment  In  the  fee  schedule  for 
equipment  testing  and  approval;  and  (3) 
changes  made  as  a  result  of  our  further 

11 415  US.  at  — ,  94  S.  Ct.  at  1 159. 
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consideration  of  proposals  made  in  the 
notice,  e.g.,  the  modification  of  the 
method  of  calculating  the  broadcast  as¬ 
signment  and  transfer  grant  fee.  New 
proposals  for  amendment  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  schedule  of  fees  are  set  out  below 
for  each  area  of  fee  collecting  activity. 
Those  areas  in  which  proposals  made  in 
the  original  notice  are  either  being  modi¬ 
fied  or  deleted  are  indicated.  Where  no 
changes  are  proposed,  the  proposals  in 
the  original  notice  are,  of  course,  con¬ 
tinued  in  effect. 

Refund  of  Fees  (§  1.1103) 

16.  We  propose  to  amend  §  1.1103  to 
increase  the  minimum  amount  to  be  re¬ 
funded  from  amounts  exceeding  two 
dollars  to  amounts  exceeding  three 
dollars.  Because  of  the  proposed  de¬ 
crease  in  the  amount  of  most  fees,  we 
feel  that  the  originally  proposed  in¬ 
crease  in  the  minimum  refund  to  five 
dollars  may  be  excessive. 

Broadcast  Services  (§  1.1111) 

17.  Insofar  as  fees  for  broadcast 
services  are  concerned,  the  material  con¬ 
tained  in  this  further  notice  revises  cer¬ 
tain  aspects  of  the  material  set  forth 
in  the  original  notice  in  this  proceeding. 

As  is  more  fully  discussed  above,  re¬ 
covery  of  costs  has  been  limited  gen¬ 
erally  to  costs  related  to  application 
processing.  Those  costs  for  the  broad¬ 
cast  services  for  FY  1975  are  approxi¬ 
mately  $7.1  million.  In  FY  1973,  fee 
revenues  from  the  broadcast  services 
amounted  to  $10.3  million.  Based  on 
our  experience  in  administering  the 
present  fee  schedule,  we  believe  that  a 
general  reduction  of  30  per  cent  in  the 
present  level  of  fees  can  be  made  in 
order  to  collect  in  fees  an  amount  that 
will  recover  approximately  the  costs  of 
application  processing  and  related  activ¬ 
ities.  This  general  reduction  will  apply 
to  all  fees  set  forth  in  the  present  fee 
schedule  with  the  exception  of  fees  for 
applications  for  construction  permits 
to  replace  expired  permits  (FCC  Form 
321),  for  modification  of  construction 
permits  or  licenses  in  the  auxiliary 
broadcast  services,  and  for  changes  of 
call  signs. 

18.  In  the  1972  notice,  we  proposed, 
based  on  the  relatively  little  work  in¬ 
volved  in  processing,  to  reduce  the  filing 
fee  for  FCC  Form  321  applications  from 
S500  to  $250  and  to  reduce  the  filing 
fee  for  applications  for  modification  of 
construction  permits  or  licenses  for 
broadcast  auxiliary  stations  from  $50 
to  $20.  We  now  propose  to  reduce  the 
filing  fees  for  those  applications  to  $175 
and  $14  respectively.  As  a  result  of  the 
substantial  processing  time  involved  in 
applications  for  call  sign  changes,  how¬ 
ever,  we  propose  to  continue  that  fee 
at  the  present  level  of  $100. 

INTERNATIONAL  BROADCASTING 

19.  Our  present  schedule  of  fees  for 
broadcast  service  does  not  make  specific 
provisions  for  payment  of  fees  for  appli¬ 
cations  in  the  international  broadcast¬ 
ing  service.  In  1972  the  Commission 
adopted  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 


in  docket  19530  proposing  broad  revi¬ 
sions  of  the  international  broadcasting 
rules  including  fees.  However,  when  the 
Report  and  Order  was  Issued  in  the 
latter  proceeding,  we  stated  that  we  con¬ 
sidered  it  best  to  defer  final  action  on 
the  subject  of  fees  in  the  international 
broadcasting  service  until  such  time  as 
decisions  were  reached  in  the  present 
proceeding.13 

20.  The  notice  in  Docket  No.  19530  pro¬ 
posed  a  fee  of  $25  per  transmitter-hour 
requested  in  connection  with  requests  for 
seasonal  schedules  four  times  a  year.  In 
making  the  proposal,  we  noted  that  on  a 
per  station  basis  the  cost  of  administer¬ 
ing  the  international  broadcasting  serv¬ 
ice  is  substantially  higher  than  that  for 
any  other  service.  This  is  primarily  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  time  involved  In  processing 
requests  for  seasonal  schedules.  Such 
processing  requires  time-consuming 
studies  which  take  into  account  the 
schedules  of  other  licensees,  the  Voice  of 
America,  and  other  countries,  in  addition 
to  travel  expenses  for  attendance  at  in¬ 
ternational  coordination  meetings.  The 
fee  was  proposed  with  regard  to  trans¬ 
mitter-hours  rather  than  frequency- 
hours  11  because  the  amount  of  work  re¬ 
quired  to  process  a  requested  seasonal 
schedule  is  related  to  the  number  of 
paths  over  which  a  station  proposes  to 
transmit  signals  (as  well  as  other  fac¬ 
tors)  .  From  the  comments  received  in 
that  proceeding  it  appears  that  the  pro¬ 
posal  may  have  been  unclear  with  re¬ 
spect  to  whether  the  fee  would  attach  to 
the  number  of  transmitter-hours  re¬ 
quested  for  one  day  of  a  proposed  sea¬ 
sonal  schedule  or  for  the  total  number  of 
transmitter-hours  requested  for  the  en¬ 
tire  season.  The  former  was  our  intent. 
In  line  with  our  revised  procedures,  we 
here  proposed  to  establish  a  fee  of  $17 
per  transmitter-hour  requested.  Thus  if  a 
request  is  for  ten  transmitter-hours  per 
day  for  a  season,  the  fee  would  be  $170. 
Finally,  we  proposed  to  charge  a  filing 
fee  of  $70  and  a  grant  fee  of  $630  for 
applications  for  construction  permits  for 
new  stations  or  for  major  changes,  as  op¬ 
posed  to  the  proposals  of  $100  and  $900, 
respectively,  contained  in  the  Notice  in 
Docket  19530. 

ASSIGNMENT  AND  TRANSFER  GRANT  FEE 

21.  In  the  administration  of  the  grant 
fees  for  assignments  and  transfers,  be¬ 
cause  of  complexities  in  contracts  and 
the  forms  of  transactions,  the  amount  of 
the  consideration  involved  has  often  been 
difficult  to  ascertain.  In  the  Notice,  we 
outlined  some  of  the  problems  that  the 
Commission  had  faced  in  this  area  in  ad¬ 
ministering  the  schedule  of  fees  that  was 
adopted  in  Docket  18802  in  1970.  A  num¬ 
ber  of  quite  useful  comments  were  filed 
dealing  with  these  issues  raised  in  the 
Notice.  However,  because  of  the  difficul¬ 
ties  in  administering  the  grant  fee  for 

18  41  FCC  2d  736(1973). 

14  Use  of  a  frequency  over  one  transmitter 
for  one  hour  constitutes  one  frequency-hour 
and  one  transmitter-hour.  Simultaneous  use 
of  a  frequency  over  two  transmitters  for  an 
hour  constitutes  one  frequency-hour  but  two 
transmitter -hours. 


assignments  and  transfers  and  in  view 
of  the  complex  and  seemingly  limitless 
forms  which  transactions  resulting  in  as¬ 
signment  or  transfer  of  broadcast  prop¬ 
erties  take,  we  have  conducted  studies  to 
determine  whether  another  approach 
could  be  taken  to  replace  the  use  of  con¬ 
sideration  as  a  standard  to  provide  a 
simpler  administration  of  this  fee.  On 
the  basis  of  a  detailed  statistical  study, 
we  have  found  that  the  use  of  gross  rev¬ 
enues,  as  set  out  in  line  19  of  each  broad¬ 
cast  licensee’s  FCC  Form  324  (Annual 
Financial  Report) ,  appears  to  be  a  clear¬ 
ly  preferable  basis  for  computation  of  the 
assignment  and  transfer  grant  fee.  The 
new  approach  has  several  advantages, 
including  simplicity  of  administration 
and  provision  of  a  relatively  accurate 
basis  for  projecting  anticipated  fee  col¬ 
lections. 

22.  Our  studies,  based  on  a  substantial 
sample  of  license  assignments  over  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  years,  have  indicated  that  gross 
revenues,  properly  categorized,  bear  a 
close  relationship  to  the  amount  of  con¬ 
sideration  involved  in  these  transactions. 
We  point  this  out  to  emphasize  the  fact 
of  the  existence  of  such  a  relationship, 
although  not  necessarily  its  necessity  or 
importance.  Furthermore,  use  of  the 
gross  revenue  approach  will  provide  a 
substantial  improvement  in  administra¬ 
tive  operation  of  this  area  of  the  sched¬ 
ule  of  fees  by  providing  the  parties  a  con¬ 
crete  idea  of  what  the  grant  fee  will  be, 
and  by  eliminating  a  number  of  problems 
involved  in  the  use  of  consideration.  For 
example,  the  gross  revenue  approach  can 
be  easily  applied  to  gift  transactions, 
transfers  of  less  than  100%  interest, 
lease  option  arrangements,  situations  in 
which  the  broadcast  property  is  a  part  of 
a  much  larger  transaction,  or  cases  in¬ 
volving  exchanges  of  property  which 
have  no  readily  ascertainable  value.  It 
also  eliminates  the  questions  concern¬ 
ing  liabilities,  both  primary  and  second¬ 
ary. 

23.  Several  comments  filed  in  response 
to  the  notice  alleged  that  the  high  grant 
fees  for  assignments  and  transfers  act 
as  a  deterrent  to  entry  into  the  broad¬ 
cast  field  because  of  the  immediate  large 
cash  outlay  required  for  the  fee.  Al¬ 
though  this  is  possible,  our  experience  in¬ 
dicates  that  it  would  be  an  extraordinary 
case  where  the  amount  of  the  grant  fee 
payment  would  prevent  the  filing  of  an 
application.  There  is  no  question  that  the 
benefits  received  by  a  purchaser  of 
broadcast  property  are  very  real — e.g., 
insulation  from  competing  applications, 
the  ability  to  acquire  a  broadcast  facil¬ 
ity  in  areas  where  engineering  factors 
do  not  permit  assignment  of  a  new  sta¬ 
tion — and  It  seems  clear  that  when  such 
benefits  are  considered  in  light  of  the 
cost  to  the  government,  assessment  of  an 
assignment  or  transfer  grant  fee  based 
on  valuation  of  the  broadcast  property 
through  use  of  the  gross  revenue  ap¬ 
proach  is  a  reasonable  exercise  of  the 
Commission’s  fee  assessment  authority. 

24.  To  make  clearer  our  reasons  for 
departing  from  the  use  of  consideration 
as  a  standard,  we  note  the  difficulties  in¬ 
volved  where  a  transfer  or  broadcast 
properties  is  part  of  a  larger  transac- 
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tion  and  the  parties  do  not  specify  what 
part  of  the  consideration  for  the  whole 
transaction  is  to  be  allocated  to  the 
broadcast  properties.  Another  difficult 
problem  arises  where  assignment  of  the 
broadcast  license  is  coupled  with  some 
type  of  lease -option  arrangement  con¬ 
cerning  the  physical  plant.  Additionally 
we  indicated  problems  arising  from  as¬ 
signments  or  transfers  involving  closely 
held  corporations  and  the  extent  to 
which  liabilities  should  be  viewed  as  part 
of  the  transaction.  We  noted  these  prob¬ 
lems  in  the  original  notice  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  The  comments  took  widely 
varying  views  both  favoring  and  oppos¬ 
ing  the  proposals  of  the  notice,  which  we 
believe  is  a  clear  indication  of  the  diffi¬ 
culties  that  would  continue  in  adminis¬ 
tering  the  assignment  and  transfer  grant 
fee  absent  some  change  in  approach.  The 
gross  revenue  approach  will  virtually 
eliminate  the  problems  set  out  in  the  no¬ 
tice  since,  in  almost  all  cases,  the  gross 
revenue  figure  on  which  the  fee  will  be 
based  will  be  readily  available  to  both 
the  parties  involved  and  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  It  should  be  noted  that  under  the 
revised  schedule  of  fees  proposed  herein 
there  will  continue  to  be  a  small  num¬ 
ber  of  cases  in  which  it  will  be  necessary 
to  use  consideration  as  a  basis  for  the 
grant  fee,  i.e.,  those  cases  in  which  gross 
revenue  is  not  determinable.  The  manner 
in  which  we  propose  to  handle  those 
cases  is  explained  below. 

THE  GROSS  REVENUE  METHOD 

25.  As  we  noted  above,  there  are  a 
number  of  situations  where  there  is  not 
a  fixed  cash  price  for  an  assignment  or 
transfer  and  the  determination  of  the 
total  amount  of  the  consideration  is  a 
difficult  problem,  as  in  the  case  of  an 
exchange  of  stock  that  does  not  have  a 
readily  ascertainable  market  value. 
Based  on  detailed  statistical  studies,  we 
have  found  that  the  annual  gross  reve¬ 
nue  of  a  station  is  the  best  measure  for 
computing  the  grant  fee.  The  figure  is 
reported  to  the  Commission  annually, 
and  is  subject  to  only  very  minor  differ¬ 
ences  in  generally  accepted  accounting 
procedures,  unlike  computation  of  profits 
which  can  be  computed  under  different 
accounting1  principles.  Thus,  this  method 
results  in  administrative  facility  and  cer¬ 
tainty  without  changing  the  basis  un¬ 
derlying  the  grant  fee,  i.e.,  the  valuation 
of  the  broadcast  property  passing  by 
grant  of  the  application.  Our  statistical 
studies,  based  on  past  sales,  indicate  that 
a  dollar  of  revenue  may  yield  more  profit 
for  one  type  of  station  than  another. 
For  example,  a  dollar  of  revenue  yields 
approximately  11  cents  profit  for  the  av¬ 
erage  AM  station,  but  yields  23  cents  for 
the  average  television  station.  Therefore, 
in  order  to  use  the  annual  gross  revenue 
method,  variable  rates  are  required  for 
different  types  of  stations.  By  categoriz¬ 
ing  the  various  types  of  stations  and  us¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  rate,  the  grant  fee 
using  the  gross  revenue  method  will  be 
equitably  assessed. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  THE  FEE 

26.  The  proposed  rate  would  be  applied 
to  the  average  of  the  gross  revenue  fig¬ 


ures  for  the  latest  3  years  as  reported  in 
the  station’s  annual  financial  report,  FCC 
Form  324.  (This  averaging  will  avoid 
using  one  possibly  atypical  year.)  The 
proposed  rates,  if  adopted,  will  be: 

(a)  For  AM  and  AM-FM  stations 
(where  the  AM  and  FM  station  are  sold 
jointly) : 15  3.15  percent  of  the  3-year  av¬ 
erage  annual  gross  revenue  when  that 
average  is  $400,000  or  less.  If  the  average 
exceeds  $400,000,  then  3.15%  of  $400,000 
plus  4.9%  of  the  amount  over  $400,000. 

(b)  For  FM  stations:  3.15%  of  the  3- 
year  average  annual  gross  revenue  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  amount  of  the  revenue. 

(c)  For  television  stations  (both  VHF 
and  UHF) :  3.5%  of  the  3-year  average 
annual  gross  revenue  when  that  average 
is  $800,000  or  less.  If  the  average  exceeds 
$800,000,  then  3.5%  of  $800,000  plus  5.6% 
of  the  amount  over  $800,000. 

(d)  There  will  be  a  small  number  of 
assignments  and  transfers  in  which  the 
gross  revenue  method  would  not  be  an 
appropriate  basis  for  the  assessment  of 
grant  fees.  These  include : 

(1)  Separate  sale  of  an  AM  or  FM 
station  which  is  currently  part  of  a  joint 
AM-FM  operation  since  the  current  rev¬ 
enue  reporting  requirements  do  not  nec¬ 
essarily  reflect  a  proper  allocation  of  rev¬ 
enue  between  the  AM  and  FM  station; 

(2)  Sale  of  failing  broadcast  opera¬ 
tions  either  with  no  revenue,  or  intermit¬ 
tent  revenues  during  the  three  year 
period,  including  religious  stations  that 
do  not  report  gross  revenue  figures,  or  if 
revenue  reports  are  not  available  for  a 
three-year  period,  if  such  report  for  a 
shorter  period  would  not  be  a  fair  basis 
for  assessment  of  the  grant  fee. 

In  these  cases,  we  will  base  the  fee  on 
the  consideration  underlying  the  con¬ 
tracts,  using  alternate  appropriate  meth¬ 
ods  if  the  consideration  is  not  specified. 
Should  the  consideration  method  be  used, 
we  point  out  that  if  a  promissory  note 
is  given  as  a  part  of  such  consideration, 
the  portion  of  the  fee  attributable  to  the 
note  will  be  assesed  against  the  face 
amount  of  the  note.  In  cases  where  li¬ 
abilities  of  a  closely  held  corporation  are 
assumed,  the  consideration  will  be  the 
amount  paid  for  the  stock  plus  the 
amount  of  total  liabilities  less  the 
amount  of  current  assets.  The  gross  rev¬ 
enue  method,  as  can  be  seen,  covers 
nearly  all  assignment  and  transfer  situa¬ 
tions.  It  also  will  be  applicable  to  changes 
of  ownership  in  cases  where  less  than  a 
100  percent  interest  occurs,  in  which 
case  the  grant  fee  will  be  proportionately 
reduced  for  the  percentage  not  trans¬ 
ferred. 

27.  Because  information  furnished  to 
the  Commission  on  FCC  Form  324  is 
treated  as  confidential,  and  since  corre¬ 
spondence  and  other  information  con- 


15  In  the  case  of  a  simultaneous  sale  of 
the  AM  and  PM  stations  of  a  Joint  AM-FM 
operation  to  separate  buyers,  the  fee  will  be 
assessed  in  the  same  manner  as  the  sale  of 
a  Joint  AM-FM  operation  to  a  single  buyer. 
The  fee  will  be  based  on  the  total  joint  rev¬ 
enues  of  the  AM-FM  operation.  In  such  cases 
the  parties  must  negotiate  the  division  of 
the  fee  and  set  forth  the  percentage  of  the 
total  fee  to  be  borne  by  each  transferee/ 
assignee  as  a  part  of  the  application. 


ceming  computation  and  payment  of  the 
grant  fee  in  individual  assignment  and 
transfer  cases  would  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  disclose  information  contained  in 
the  Form  324,  the  same  confidentiality 
will  be  accorded  as  is  accorded  the  Form 
324.  Any  information  regarding  assign¬ 
ment  and  transfer  grant  fees  will  nor¬ 
mally  be  made  available  to  the  public 
only  in  an  aggregate  form  in  which  indi¬ 
vidual  cases  will  not  be  identifiable. 

ADDITIONAL  ACQUISITIONS  OF  INTEREST 
AND  APPLICATION  FORM  USED 

28.  In  cases  in  which  a  party  owns  an 
interest  in  a  broadcast  licensee  and  then 
acquires  an  additional  interest,  so  that 
with  the  most  recent  acquisition  there  is 
a  transfer  of  control  requiring  the  filing 
of  an  application  for  transfer  of  control, 
the  grant  fee  has  been  assessed  in  the 
past  on  only  the  consideration  given  for 
the  most  recent  acquisition.  In  the  No¬ 
tice  comments  were  requested  on  whether 
the  fee  should  be  based  on  the  considera¬ 
tion  for  the  entire  amount  paid  for  the 
most  recent  acquisition  plus  stock  ac¬ 
quired  during  a  previous  specified  pe¬ 
riod,  such  as  the  five-year  period  im¬ 
mediately  preceding  such  a  transaction. 
After  further  consideration  we  now  be¬ 
lieve  that  acquisitions  other  than  the  one 
which  requires  filing  of  the  application 
should  be  viewed  as  part  of  the  control¬ 
acquiring  transaction  irrespective  of 
whether  the  acquisition  is  prior  to  or  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  signing  of  the  contract 
that  requires  the  filing  of  the  application. 
Accordingly,  we  propose  that  transac¬ 
tions  occuring  within  a  two-year  period 
either  before  or  after  the  contract  date 
should  be  considered  a  part  of  the  con¬ 
trol-acquiring  transaction  and  thus  in¬ 
cluded  as  part  of  the  change  in  owner¬ 
ship  on  which  the  grant  fee  will  be 
based.  The  effect  of  this  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  section  1.1111  is  that  acquisi¬ 
tions  resulting  in  change  of  control  would 
pay  the  filing  fee  for  the  appropriate  ap¬ 
plication,  and  would  pay  the  grant  fee  as 
detailed  above  computed  by  the  gross 
revenue  method,  based  on  acquisitions 
for  the  two-year  period  immediately 
preceding  the  date  on  which  the  trans¬ 
action  is  completed  that  requires  the 
filing  of  the  application,  i.e.,  the  date  the 
contract  was  signed  by  the  parties.  More¬ 
over,  a  grant  fee  would  be  assessed 
against  acquisitions  of  additional  inter¬ 
est  occurring  within  a  two-year  period 
after  the  contract  date,  such  appropriate 
additional  grant  fee  to  be  paid,  based  on 
the  additional  interest  acquired,  at  the 
time  the  transfer  files  the  supplemental 
Ownership  Report  (FCC  Form  323,  see 
section  1.615(c)  of  the  rules)  that  re¬ 
flects  that  subsequent  acquisition  of  an 
additional  interest.  The  additional  grant 
fee  in  such  cases  would  be  computed 
based  on  the  same  gross  revenue  figures 
that  were  used  at  the  time  the  Commis¬ 
sion  granted  the  transfer  of  control  ap¬ 
plication.  The  foregoing  “transactional” 
approach  would  apply  to  acquisitions  us¬ 
ing  the  long  form  (FCC  Form  314  and 
315)  and  also  to  those  using  the-  short 
form  application  (FCC  Form  316)  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  1.540  (b)  (3)  and  (b)  (6)  discussed 
below. 
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29.  Paragraph  38  of  the  Notice  pointed 
out  that  §  1.540(b)(3)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  indicates  that  the  short  form 
(FCC  Form  316)  is  used  in  cases  where 
there  is  an  assignment  or  transfer  by 
which  certain  stockholders  retire  and  the 
interest  transferred  is  not  a  controlling 
one.  It  further  states  that  by  long  ad¬ 
ministrative  construction  of  this  rule, 
when  less  than  50  percent  of  the  stock 
of  a  corporate  licensee  is  transferred  to 
a  party,  and  when  the  newly  acquired 
stock  added  to  the  stock  of  the  corpora¬ 
tion  previously  held  by  the  totals  50  per¬ 
cent  (negative  control)  or  more  (positive 
control) ,  and  when  the  party  has  been 
previously  approved  by  the  Commission 
with  respect  to  the  station  involved,  the 
short  form  is  used.  However,  if  the  party 
has  not  been  previously  approved  by  the 
Commission,  the  long  form  (FCC  Form 
315)  is  used.  Comments  were  invited  on 
whether  a  grant  fee  should  be  assessed 
in  such  cases  not  only  against  the  acqui¬ 
sition  of  stock  which  resulted  in  trans¬ 
fer  of  control  in  these  cases,  but  also 
against  other  stock  acquisitions  which 
occurred  some  time  prior  to  the  transfer 
of  control.  We  have  given  consideration 
to  this  matter  and  have  decided  that  the 
value  to  the  recipient  in  these  cases  is 
such  that  a  grant  fee  should  be  required. 
The  fee  would  be  computed  in  the  same 
manner  as  long  form  applications,  Le„ 
based  on  gross  revenue,  and  will  similarly 
include  stock  acquisitions  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  two  years  prior  to  and  two  years 
after  the  signing  of  the  contract.  For  the 
same  reasons,  we  also  propose  that  grant 
fees  will  be  assessed  against  applications 
to  transfer  minority  interests  in  partner¬ 
ships  that  are  filed  on  FCC  Form  316 
pursuant  to  §  1.540(b)  (6)  of  the  rules. 
These  provisions  relating  to  proposed 
grant  fees  for  FCC  Form  316  applica¬ 
tions  are  set  out  in  the  Appendix  in 
§  1.1111(a)  (5),  Note 5. 

GIFTS 

30.  In  the  notice  we  proposed  to  assess 
grant  fees  on  assignments  and  transfers 
by  will,  intestacy,  or  inter-vivos  gift  to 
someone  other  than  the  donor’s  family. 

A  number  of  comments  asserted  that  gift 
transactions  should  be  exempt  from 
grant  fees  for  various  reasons.  We  do  not 
find  the  arguments  persuasive  and  pro¬ 
pose  to  assess  grant  fees,  based  on  the 
gross  revenue  approach  explained  above, 
on  such  assignments  and  transfers  to 
non-family  members. 

31.  The  Notice  also  invited  comments 
on  how  a  family  member  should  be  de¬ 
fined  and  suggested  the  possibility  of  us¬ 
ing  section  267  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code.  We  have  considered  the  matter  and 
now  believe  that  definition  may  be  too 
broad  for  our  purposes.  We  therefore 
propose  to  limit  fee-free  gifts  only  to 
those  gifts  to  one’s  spouse  or  lineal  de¬ 
scendants.  Thus  a  donor  would  be  able 
to  transfer  broadcast  properties  by  gift 
or  inheritance  to  his  spouse,  children, 
grandchildren,  etc.  It  should  also  be 
pointed  out  that  the  usual  application 
filing  fee  is  proposed  to  be  charged  for  all 
assignment  and  transfer  applications  in¬ 
volving  gifts,  regardless  of  the  recipient. 


Common  Carrier  Services  (8  1.1113) 

32.  The  schedule  of  fees  for  common 
carrier  services  proposed  in  the  original 
notice  in  this  proceeding  has  been  gen¬ 
erally  reduced  to  collect  fees  which  will 
cover  the  Commission’s  cost  of  reviewing 
applications  and  issuing  authorizations 
or  licenses  for  new,  modified  or  renewed 
facilities  or  for  other  authorizations  as 
set  out  in  the  proposed  schedule  of  fees 
set  forth  below.  These  costs  and  anti¬ 
cipated  fee  collections  from  common  car¬ 
rier  services  for  FY  1975  are  estimated  to 
be  approximately  $2.4  million.  In  view  of 
this  lowered  cost  recovery  base,  and  for 
simplicity  of  payment  by  applicants  and 
administration  and  accounting  by  the 
Commission,  we  propose  to  combine  the 
previous  filing  and  grant  fees  for  most 
common  carrier  authorizations  into  one 
application  filing  fee  to  be  submitted  with 
each  application,  as  listed  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  schedule,  at  time  of  filing.  It  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  continue  separate  filing  and 
grant  fees  for  most  applications  and  au¬ 
thorizations  in  the  Satellite  Communi¬ 
cations  Services  and  for  Common  Carrier 
Non-Radio  Applications. 

33.  In  addition  to  the  general  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  level  of  fees  and  the  combin¬ 
ing  of  certain  filing  and  grant  fees,  the 
only  other  proposed  modification  of  sig¬ 
nificance  in  the  common  carrier  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  schedule  of  fees  is  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  establish  a  schedule  of  filing  fees 
for  tariff  filings.  Under  section  203  of  the 
Act,  no  carrier  may  charge,  demand  or 
collect  from  the  public  any  money  for 
interstate  or  foreign  communications 
service  without  filing  a  tariff  with  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission.  Without 
such  tariffs,  and  determination  made  by 
the  Commission  after  examination,  re¬ 
view,  analysis  and  hearing  in  appropri¬ 
ate  cases,  that  such  tariffs  may  remain 
on  file  and  in  effect  without  rejection 
or  suspension,  the  carriers  would  receive 
no  revenues  from  the  public  for  inter¬ 
state  and  foreign  communications  serv¬ 
ice.  Thus  the  benefit  and  value  to  identi¬ 
fiable  carriers  from  the  services  provided 
by  the  Commission  in  connection  with 
tariff  filings  are  substantial.  Accordingly, 
we  are  proposing  the  establishment  of 
new  fees  for  tariff  filings  based  on  the 
cost  of  tariff  processing  and  administra¬ 
tion.  Projected  FY  1975  costs  for  these 
activities  is  $2.1  million  which  includes 
examination,  review  and  analysis  of  tariff 
filings,  including  required  cost  analysis 
and  other  economic  review,  the  conduct 
of  hearings  in  appropriate  cases,  and  as¬ 
sociated  overhead  and  administration. 

34.  Since  this  is  the  first  time  the 
Commission  has  proposed  fees  for  tariff 
filings  generally,  we  are  requesting  com¬ 
ments  on  the  manner  in  which  such  fee 
should  be  imposed.  Alternatives  which 
the  Commission  has  considered  include 
a  flat  fee  for  each  transmittal  letter  and 
for  each  accompanying  tariff  page,  a 
sliding  scale  fee  per  tariff  page  based  on 
revenue  of  the  filing  carrier,  or  a  per¬ 
centage  of  the  additional  projected  rev¬ 
enue  that  would  result  from  the  tariff. 
The  proposed  schedule  of  fees  for  com¬ 
mon  carrier  services  set  forth  below  does 


not  set  out  a  specific  fee  for  tariff  filings, 
but  rather  comments  are  requested  on  the 
alternative  methods  indicated  above  or 
any  other  approach  to  the  assessment 
of  tariff  filing  fees  which  interested  par¬ 
ties  may  wish  to  present. 

Safety  and  Special  Radio  Services 
(§  1.1115) 

35.  As  a  result  of  our  revised  basis  for 
determining  costs  that  will  be  recovered 
by  the  schedule  of  fees,  as  set  out  above, 
there  has  been  a  substantial  reduction  in 
the  costs  of  Safety  and  Special  activities 
which  will  be  recovered  by  fees.  Because 
of  this  large  decrease  in  fee  recoverable 
costs  from  those  projected  in  the  original 
Notice  in  this  proceeding,  we  are  com¬ 
pelled  to  propose  here  more  substantial 
modifications  in  the  Safety  and  Special 
schedule  from  those  proposed  in  the 
original  notice  than  in  other  areas. 

36.  In  the  schedule  set  out  below,  we 
propose,  with  certain  exceptions  indi¬ 
cated  below,  to  maintain  generally  the 
same  basic  framework  of  fees  as  cur¬ 
rently  in  effect  in  §  1.1115  of  the  rules, 
with  a  general  decrease  in  amounts  both 
from  those  proposed  in  the  original  No¬ 
tice  and  from  those  presently  in  effect. 

At  this  time  we  believe  that  certain  of  the 
original  proposals  are  no  longer  prac¬ 
tically  feasible  because  of  the  substan¬ 
tial  reduction  in  Safety  and  Special  fees. 
These  include  the  concepts  described  in 
the  original  Notice  of  charging  additional 
fees  for  applications  that  request  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  additional,  separate 
transmitters,  mobile  units,  or  aircraft  or 
ships,  and  of  assessing  higher  fees  in  the 
case  of  ships  or  aircraft  used  for  busi¬ 
ness  purposes.  We  continue  to  believe 
that  these  concepts,  based  on  the  obvi¬ 
ously  greater  value  of  the  authorization 
to  the  recipient,  are  sound  and  equitable. 
However,  with  the  reduced  amount  of 
costs  which  must  be  recovered  through 
the  fee  program,  the  filing  fee  for  each 
additional  unit  or  transmitter  would  be 
reduced  substantially  below  the  $1  origi¬ 
nally  proposed,  and  the  difference  in  fees 
for  business  versus  non-business  use 
would  be  insignificant.  In  comparison, 
the  administrative  costs  of  both  paying 
and  collecting  such  fees  would  become 
unduly  burdensome  for  applicants  and 
for  the  Commission.  Under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances  we  do  not  believe  there  would 
be  any  real  purpose  in  maintaining  this 
concept  simply  on  principle  when  the 
practical  effect  would  be  relatively  mean¬ 
ingless  with  such  small  fees. 

37.  Two  general  exceptions  to  our  re¬ 
vised  proposals  for  Safety  and  Special 
fees  involve  the  900  MHz  “common  user” 
systems  and  public  coast  stations  in  the 
Maritime  Mobile  Service.  In  the  Report 
and  Order  in  Docket  18262,  permitting 
the  establishment  of  the  900  MHz  “com¬ 
mon  user”  systems,  it  was  indicated  that 
the  Commission  Intended  to  establish 
higher  filing  fees  for  these  systems  be¬ 
cause  it  intends  to  regulate  them  in  a 
different  manner  from  other  types  of 
land  mobile  system.  Thus,  in  any  partic¬ 
ular  geographic  area,  frequencies  for 
these  systems  will  be  granted  on  an  ex¬ 
clusive  basis,  necessitating  careful,  pip- 
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fessional  application  processing  and  re¬ 
view.  Furthermore,  the  authorized 
licensee  will  be  engaging  in  a  substantial 
business  enterprise.  The  benefits  which 
will  accrue  to  these  licensees  from  this 
type  of  exacting  processing,  regulation 
and  administration  will  be  substantial, 
and  the  Commission’s  added  costs  of 
closely  supervising  these  systems  will  be 
significant.  Therefore,  we  are  proposing 
here  a  fee  of  $200  per  channel  for  com¬ 
mercial  systems,  conventional  or 
trunked,  which  will  furnish  communica¬ 
tions  service  to  other  (“common  user 
systems”).  Thus,  a  single  channel  con¬ 
ventional  system  will  pay  a  filing  fee  of 
$200,  while  a  trunked  system  of  20  chan¬ 
nels  will  pay  a  filing  fee  of  $4,000.  Al¬ 
though  no  common  user  system  applica¬ 
tions  have  yet  been  filed  and  we  therefore 
do  not  have  adequate  data  to  permit  pre¬ 
cise  computation  of  increased  costs,  our 
estimates  at  this  time  indicate  that  a  fee 
of  $200  per  channel  represents  a  reason¬ 
able  fee  in  consideration  of  anticipated 
costs  and  the  value  of  the  authorization 
to  the  recipient.  Private  and  shared  sys¬ 
tems  operating  at  900  MHz  on  a  non¬ 
commercial  basis  will  incur  the  same  fee 
that  is  paid  by  land  mobile  applicants  in 
other  bands. 

38.  In  the  case  of  applications  for  pub¬ 
lic  coast  stations  in  the  Maritime  Mobile 
Service,  we  do  not  propose  to  lower  the 
filing  fee  from  the  $75  presently  provided 
in  the  rules.  These  stations,  unlike  most 
other  stations  in  the  Safety  and  Special 
Services,  provide  a  communications  serv¬ 
ice  for  hire  in  furnishing  public  corre¬ 
spondence  communication  service  for 
ships.  Thus  we  believe  that  the  filing  fee 
under  such  circumstances  should  be  more 
nearly  comparable  to  the  higher  applica¬ 
tion  fees  in  the  Common  Carrier  Serv¬ 
ices. 

39.  In  addition  to  the  revised  basis  for 
establishing  fees,  i.e.,  generally  limiting 
the  costs  to  be  recovered  to  those  costs 
related  to  application  processing  activi¬ 
ties,  we  would  point  out  that  in  the 
Safety  and  Special  Services  we  have  ad¬ 
ditionally  reduced  the  cost  recovery  basis 
by  deleting  those  costs  associated  with 
the  activities  related  to  the  processing  of 
applications  for  services  that  are  exempt 
from  payment  of  fees,  e.g.,  local  govern¬ 
ments,  police,  fire,  etc.  The  basis  for  ex¬ 
empting  such  applicants  from  payment 
of  fees  has  been  that  their  activities  are 
for  the  general  public  benefit  and  thus 
our  grant  of  the  applications  is  for  the 
benefit  of  the  general  public  rather  than 
any  specific  identifiable  recipient.  Thus, 
the  costs  attributable  to  such  applica¬ 
tions  have  not  been  included  in  the  fee 
recoverable  costs  for  the  Safety  and 
Special  Radio  Services. 

Cable  Television  (§1.1116) 

40.  The  schedule  of  fees  for  the  cable 
television  service  and  the  cable  televi¬ 
sion  relay  service  proposes  a  general  re¬ 
duction  of  approximately  sixty  percent  in 
all  fees,  elimination  of  the  fee  for  peti¬ 
tions  for  special  relief  and  continuation 
of  an  annual  authorization  fee  for  cable 
television  systems  based  on  the  number 
of  subscribers.  As  in  other  fee  areas,  the 


activities  in  the  cable  television  area 
which  are  to  be  maintained  on  a  self- 
sustaining  basis  under  the  schedule  pro¬ 
posed  herein  are  those  activities  associ¬ 
ated  with  processing  of  applications. 

41.  It  is  proposed  that  an  annual  fee  be 
adopted  for  cable  television  systems  that 
would  be  assessed  m  the  same  manner  as 
the  fee  adopted  in  Docket  18802  in  1970, 
although  at  a  substantially  reduced  level. 
Cable  television  systems  clearly  are  iden¬ 
tifiable  recipients  of  services  performed 
by  the  Commission  related  to  the  proc¬ 
essing  of  applications  either  through  the 
grant  of  individual  certificate  of  com¬ 
pliance  applications,  or  by  the  general 
authority  under  which  all  cable  systems 
are  permitted  to  operate  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  rules  until  1977  without  an 
individual  certificate  of  compliance.  As 
the  Supreme  Court  pointed  out  in  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  decision:  “ 

The  “identifiable  recipient”  of  a  unit  of 
service  from  which  “he  derives  a  special 
benefit,”  to  quote  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  does  not  describe  members  of  an 
industry  which  have  neither  asked  for  nor 
received  the  Commission’s  services  during 
the  year  in  question.  A  blanket  ruling  by  the 
Commission,  say  on  accounting  practices, 
may  not  be  the  result  of  an  application.  But 
each  member  of  the  industry  which  is  re¬ 
quired  to  adopt  the  new  accounting  system 
is  an  “identifiable  recipient”  of  the  service 
and  could  be  charged  a  fee,  if  the  new  system 
was  indeed  beneficial  to  the  members  of  the 
industry.  There  may  weU  be  other  variations 
of  a  like  nature  which  would  warrant  the  fix¬ 
ing  of  a  “fee”  for  services  rendered. 

It  is  our  view  that  the  cable  television 
annual  authorization  fee  proposed  herein 
is  fully  consistent  with  the  Court’s  lan¬ 
guage  in  the  FPC  decision,  in  that  all 
members  of  the  cable  television  industry 
are  identifiable  recipients  of  Commission 
activities  relating  to  the  providing  of  au¬ 
thorization  to  operate  and  carry  broad¬ 
cast  signals  either  specifically  through 
the  certificate  of  compliance  process  or 
generally  pursuant  to  the  authority 
under  which  all  non-certificated  systems 
are  permitted  to  operate  until  1977. 

42.  It  is  proposed  that  the  fee  for 
petitions  for  special  relief  be  eliminated, 
primarily  because  of  the  widely  varying 
types  of  requests  that  are  encompassed 
within  this  area,  many  of  which  may  not 
warrant  imposition  of  a  fee.  It  is  pointed 
out,  however,  that  in  certain  cases  the 
provisions  of  §  1.1105  may  be  applicable 
when  a  petition  for  special  relief  involves 
a  rule  waiver  of  a  major  character. 

Commercial  Radio  Operator 
Applications  (§  1.1117) 

43.  The  schedule  of  fees  for  commer¬ 
cial  radio  operator  examination  and 
licensing  has  been  substantially  reduced 
from  the  schedule  proposed  in  the  orig¬ 
inal  Notice  in  this  proceeding.  The  fees 
proposed  herein  remain  approximately 
the  same  as  in  the  current  schedule  of 
fees.  The  variations  among  the  proposed 


”  Federal  Power  Comm’n  v.  New  England 
Power  Co .,  415  U.S.  — ,  94  S.Ct.  1151,  1155 
( 1974) ,  was  a  companion  case  to  the  Court’s 
decision  in  NCTA  and  involved  annual  fees 
adopted  by  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
pursuant  to  Title  V. 


fees  generally  reflect  the  different  type 
of  processing  involved  with  restricted 
permits  and  the  fact  that  examinations 
are  required  for  certain  applications  for 
new  licenses  but  not  for  renewal  of  those 
licenses.  It  is  also  pointed  out  that  the 
fee  for  applications  for  posting  state¬ 
ments  has  been  deleted,  based  on  the 
Commission’s  action  of  February  13, 
1974  (FCC  74-143)  which  eliminated  the 
requirement  for  Commission  staff  to 
certify  commercial  radio  operator  posting 
statements. 

Equipment  Testing  and 
Approval  (§  1.1120) 

44.  As  a  result  of  the  fact  that  the  cost 
allocation  to  the  Equipment  Testing  and 
Approval  area  previously  was  performed 
primarily  on  an  application  processing 
basis,  the  revised  method  of  cost  alloca¬ 
tion  explained  above  has  had  little  im¬ 
pact  in  this  area.  Thus  there  have  been 
relatively  few  changes  in  the  amounts 
of  proposed  fees  as  set  out  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix  from  the  fees  proposed  in  the  origi¬ 
nal  Notice.  The  categories  of  fees  for 
certification  have  been  modified  some¬ 
what  for  simplicity  and  there  have  been 
some  revisions  in  fees  for  type  approval 
to  reflect  more  accurately  the  relative 
costs  of  performing  the  tests  on  each  type 
of  equipment  based  on  records  of  man¬ 
hours  expended  and  test  equipment 
utilized. 

45.  Pursuant  to  §  1.1102(j)  of  the 
rules,  simultaneous  payment  of  filing  and 
grant  fees  for  certification  and  type  ac¬ 
ceptance  has  been  required  for  some 
time."  It  has  been  our  experience  that 
the  vast  majority  of  such  applications 
are  pursued  successfully,  and  since  the 
Commission  activity  in  processing  the 
application  takes  place  whether  or  not 
the  application  is  granted,  we  are  pro¬ 
posing  to  eliminate  separate  filing  and 
grant  fees  in  the  certification  and  type 
acceptance  programs  and  adopt  a  single 
application  fee  in  those  areas. 

46.  We  are  also  modifying  our  original 
proposals  to  provide  for  type  approval  of 
equipments  which  do  not  require  testing. 
Falling  into  such  category  are  “families” 
of  equipments  which  have  the  same  radio 
frequency  generator  and  are  so  nearly 
identical  in  design  and  construction  that 
tests  on  only  one  model  are  necessary. 
Other  minor  changes  are  reflected  in  the 
revised  §  1.1120(c)  set  out  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix  and  in  the  related  footnotes  thereto. 

47.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  forth  in  Section  1.415  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  47  CFR  1.415,  interested  per¬ 
sons  may  file  comments  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1974  and  reply  comments  on 
or  before  October  4,  1974.  All  relevant 
and  timely  comments  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  filed  in  response  to  this  further 
notice  and  in  response  to  the  original 
Notice  in  this  proceeding  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  any  final  action  is  taken 
by  the  Commission.  In  reaching  its  de¬ 
cision  on  the  rules  of  general  applicabil¬ 
ity  which  are  proposed,  the  Commission 
may  also  take  into  account  other  rele¬ 
vant  information  before  it,  in  addition 


17  See  39  FCC  2d  956  (1973) . 
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to  the  specific  comments  that  have  been 
invited. 

48.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  47 
CFR  1.419,  an  original  and  14  copies  of 
all  comments,  pleadings,  briefs,  or  other 
documents  shall  be  furnished  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

49.  All  filings  made  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  available  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  parties  during  regular  business 
hours  in  the  Commission’s  public  refer¬ 
ence  room  at  its  headquarters  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Adopted:  August  7,  1974. 

Released:  August  12,  1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1® 

r seal!  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

It  is  proposed  that  Parts  1  and  13  of 
Chapter  I,  Title  47  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  be  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  The  Schedule  of  Fees  Filed  With  the 
Commission,  Subpart  G  of  Part  1  would 
be  amended  in  the  following  respects: 

In  §  1.1102,  the  Note  following  para¬ 
graph  (b)  would  be  deleted,  paragraphs 
(d),  (e)  and  (f)  would  be  amended,  par¬ 
agraph  (j)  would  be  deleted. 

In  §  1.1103,  paragraph  (b)  would  be 
amended  and  paragraph  (c)  would  be  de¬ 
leted. 

§5  1.1111  and  1.1113  would  be  revised. 
In  §  1.1115,  paragraph  (a)  would  be 
amended  and  a  subparagraph  (c)(10) 
would  be  added. 

In  S  1.1116,  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b) 
would  be  amended  and  paragraph  (c) 
would  be  deleted. 

§5 1.1117  and  1.1120  would  be  revised. 
The  revised  Subpart  G  of  Part  1  would 
read  as  follows: 

Subpart  G — Schedule  of  Fees  Filed  With  the 
Commission 

General  Information 

1.1101  Authority. 

1.1102  Payment  of  fees. 

1.1103  Return  or  refund  of  fees. 

1.1104  General  exceptions. 

1.1105  General  rule  (STA  and  waiver). 

1.1111  Schedule  of  fees  for  Radio  Broadcast 

Services. 

1.1113  Schedule  of  fees  for  Common  Carrier 
Services. 

1.1115  Schedule  of  fees  for  the  Safety  and 

Special  Radio  Services. 

1.1116  Schedule  of  fee6  for  Cable  Television 

and  Cable  Television  Relay  Serv¬ 
ices. 

1.1117  Schedule  of  fees  for  commercial  ra¬ 

dio  operator  examinations  and  li¬ 
censing. 

1.1120  Schedule  of  fees  for  equipment  type 
approval,  type  acceptance  and  cer¬ 
tification. 

Authority:  §§  1.1101-1.1120  issued  under 
sec.  601,  65  Stat.  290;  31  U.S.C.  483a. 

Subpart  G — Schedule  of  Fees  Filed  With 
the  Commission 

General  Information 
§1.1101  Authority. 

Authority  for  this  subpart  is  contained 
in  Title  V  of  the  Independent  Offices  Ap- 

u  Commissioner  Hooks  concurring  in  the 
result. 


propriation  Act  of  1952  (31  U.S.C.  483a) 
which  provides  that  any  service  rendered 
by  a  Federal  agency  to  or  for  any  person 
shall  be  performed  on  a  self-sustaining 
basis  to  the  full  extent  possible.  Title  V 
further  provides  that  the  head  of  each 
Federal  agency  is  authorized  by  regula¬ 
tion  to  prescribe  such  fees  as  he  shall  de¬ 
termine  to  be  fair  and  equitable. 

§1.1102  Payment  of  fees. 

(a)  Filing  fees:  Each  application  or 
other  filing  filed  on  or  after  August  1, 
1970,  for  which  a  fee  is  prescribed  in  this 
subpart,  must  be  accompanied  by  a  re¬ 
mittance  in  the  full  amount  of  the  filing 
fee.  In  no  case  will  an  application  or 
other  filing  be  accepted  for  filing  or  proc¬ 
essed  prior  to  payment  of  the  full  amount 
specified.  Filings  for  which  no  remittance 
is  received,  or  for  which  an  insufficient 
amount  is  received,  shall  be  returned  to 
the  applicant  without  processing.  In  the 
case  of  multiple  applications  for  which 
a  single  check  is  drawn  to  cover  all  fees 
for  the  applications,  there  should  be  at¬ 
tached  to  the  remittance  an  accounting 
sheet  or  notice  stating  what  fees  are  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  check  or  money  order. 

(b)  Grant  fees:  The  applicant  shall 
observe  the  instructions  contained  in  the 
notice  of  grant  concerning  payment  of 
grant  fees.  Grant  fees  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  transmittal  advice  identify¬ 
ing  the  purpose  of  the  check.  The  dupli¬ 
cate  copy  of  the  Commission’s  notice  of 
grant,  which  will  specify  the  amount  of 
the  fee,  will  suffice. 

(c)  All  remittances  should  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  letter,  application,  rate  card, 
grant  fee  notice  or  other  document  to 
properly  identify  the  purpose  of  the  fee. 

(d)  Where  a  separate  grant  fee  pay¬ 
ment  is  prescribed  in  the  various  serv¬ 
ices,  the  fee  will  be  payable  within  45 
days  after  grant  by  the  Commission.  In 
the  broadcast  services  the  grant  fee  in 
assignment  and  transfer  cases  must  be 
transmitted  by  the  new  licensee  immedi¬ 
ately  following  consummation  of  the 
transfer  or  assignment.  All  grants,  ap¬ 
provals,  and  authorizations  issued  by  the 
Commission  are  made  subject  to  pay¬ 
ment  and  receipt  of  the  applicable  fee 
within  the  required  period.  Failure  to 
make  payment  of  the  applicable  fee  to 
the  Commission  by  the  required  date 
shall  result  in  the  grant,  authorization  or 
approval  becoming  null,  void  and  inef¬ 
fective  after  that  date. 

(e)  Broadcast  annual  license  fee:  The 
annual  license  fee  prescribed  for  broad¬ 
cast  stations  must  be  submitted  each  year 
on  or  before  the  anniversary  date  of  the 
expiration  date  of  the  station’s  license. 
The  licensee  shall  submit  the  amount  of 
the  annual  fee  together  with  the  sta¬ 
tion’s  rate  card  for  the  preceding  June  1, 
on  which  the  annual  fee  is  based.  (See 
§  1.1111(a)  (6) .)  Such  fee  shall  be  for  the 
twelve-month  period  immediately  pre¬ 
ceding  the  anniversary  date  on  which 
the  fee  is  payable. 

(1)  A  new  station  first  becomes  liable 
for  the  annual  license  fee  at  the  time 
program  test  authority  is  granted.  In 
the  first  year,  the  fee  will  cover  the 
period  from  the  date  of  grant  of  program 
test  authority  until  the  next  payment 


(anniversary)  date.  (Example:  If  a  sta¬ 
tion  is  in  operation  for  seven  full  months 
prior  to  the  next  payment  date,  the 
annual  license  fee  is  seven-twelfths  of 
the  annual  rate.) 

(2)  During  the  first  year  of  operation 

of  this  schedule  of  fees,  i.e.,  from _ 

through  _ _  the  broadcast  annual 

license  fee  will  be  prorated  between  the 
previous  annual  fee  adopted  in  1970  in 
Docket  18802  and  the  annual  fee  set  forth 
in  §  1.1111(a)(6).  A  station’s  annual  li¬ 
cense  fee  will  be  computed  by  taking  the 
number  of  months  from  (the  effective 
date  of  this  schedule  of  fees )  to  the 
payment  date,  divided  by  12,  times  the 
full  year  annual  fee  which  is  required 
by  11.1111(a)(6),  and  adding  to  that 
the  fee  computed  by  taking  the  number 
of  months  from  the  last  annual  fee  pay¬ 
ment  date  to  (the  effective  date  of  this 
schedule  of  fees),  divided  by  12,  times 
the  full  year  annual  fee  required  by  the 
previous  schedule  of  fees  adopted  in 
Docket  18802. 

(f)  Cable  television  annual  authoriza¬ 
tion  fee:  The  annual  fee  prescribed  in 
§  1.1116(b)  for  cable  television  systems 
must  be  submitted  by  April  1  of  each  year 
for  the  preceding  calendar  year.  The  fee 
will  be  based  on  the  average  number  of 
subscribers  as  set  out  in  §  1.1116(b). 

(1)  A  new  cable  television  system  be¬ 
comes  liable  for  the  annual  authoriza¬ 
tion  fee  as  of  the  date  it  begins  to  charge 
for  service  to  50  subscribers  or  more.  In 
the  first  year  of  operation  of  the  system 
the  fee  will  be  computed  based  on  the 
average  of  the  number  of  subscribers 
being  served  on  the  last  day  of  each  cal¬ 
endar  quarter  of  operation  up  to  the  end 
of  the  calendar  year.  (Example:  If  a 
cable  system  is  in  operation  on  the  last 
day  of  three  quarters  prior  to  the  end 
of  the  calendar  year,  the  average  of  those 
three  last-day  figures  is  to  be  used  in 
computing  the  fee  required.)  The  fee  will 
cover  the  number  of  full  months  of  oper¬ 
ation  until  the  end  of  the  calendar  year. 
(Example:  If  a  cable  system  is  in  opera¬ 
tion  for  seven  full  months  prior  to  the 
end  of  the  calendar  year,  the  fee  is  seven- 
twelfths  of  the  annual  rate.) 

(2)  The  cable  television  annual  au¬ 
thorization  fee  for  calendar  year  1974, 
payable  on  April  1,  1975,  will  be  prorated 
for  the  period  of  calendar  year  1974  dur¬ 
ing  which  this  schedule  of  fees  is 
effective. 

(g)  Applications  and  attached  fees 
should  be  addressed  to  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20554,  or  to  the  appropriate  FCC 
field  office  and  should  not  be  marked  for 
the  attention  of  any  individual  bureau 
or  office.  Fee  payments  should  be  in 
the  form  of  a  check  or  money  order  pay¬ 
able  to  the  Federal  Communications 
Commission.  The  Commission  will  not 
be  responsible  for  cash  sent  through  the 
mails.  All  fees  collected  will  be  paid  into 
the  U.S.  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  re¬ 
ceipts  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  Title  V  of  the  Independent  Offices  Ap¬ 
propriations  Act  of  1952  (31  U.S.C.  483a) . 

(h)  Receipts  will  be  furnished  upon 
request  in  the  case  of  payments  made  in 
person,  but  no  receipts  will  be  issued  for 
payments  sent  through  the  mails. 
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(i)  Except  as  provided  in  §§  1.1103  and 
1.1104,  all  application  filing  fees  will  be 
charged  irrespective  of  the  Commission’s 
disposition  of  the  application.  Applica¬ 
tions  returned  to  applicants  for  addi¬ 
tional  information  or  corrections  will  not 
require  an  additional  fee  when  resub¬ 
mitted,  unless  the  additional  information 
results  in  a  major  change  in  the  appli¬ 
cation;  the  resubmission  will  then  be 
treated  as  a  new  application  requiring 
a  new  filing  fee. 

§1.1 103  Return  or  refund  of  fees. 

(a)  The  full  amount  of  any  fee  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  returned  or  refunded, 
as  appropriate,  in  the  following  in¬ 
stances  ; 

(1)  Where  no  fee  is  required  for  the 
application  filed. 

(2)  Where  the  application  is  filed  by 
an  applicant  who  cannot  fulfill  a  pre¬ 
scribed  age  requirement. 

(3)  Upon  return  of  an  application  for 
renewal  of  an  operator  license  which  is 
received  after  expiration  of  the  grace 
period. 

(4)  Where  the  applicant  is  precluded 
from  obtaining  a  license  by  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  303(1)  or  310(a)  of  the 
Communications  Act. 

(5)  Where  circumstances  beyond  the 
control  of  the  applicant,  arising  after  the 
application  is  filed,  would  render  a  grant 
useless. 

(6)  When  applications  (accompanied 
by  fees)  are  filed  where  not  actually 
required  by  Safety  and  Special  Radio 
Services  rules  (e.g.  change  of  address, 
pro  forma  change  of  corporate  name, 
etc.). 

(7)  When  construction  permit  holders 
:  nd  licensees  make  nonsubstantive  cor¬ 
rection  in  license  grants  within  a  period 
of  60  days  from  the  grant. 

(b)  Payment  in  excess  of  an  applicable 
fee  will  be  refunded  only  if  the  overpay¬ 
ment  exceeds  $3. 

§  1.1104  General  exceptions. 

(a)  No  fee  is  required  for  an  applica¬ 
tion  filed  for  the  sole  purpo.se  of  amend¬ 
ing  an  authorization  or  pending  applica¬ 
tion  (if  a  fee  is  otherwise  required)  so 
as  to  comply  with  new  or  additional  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules  or 
the  rules  of  another  Federal  Government 
agency  affecting  the  authorization  or 
pending  application;  however,  if  the  ap¬ 
plicant  also  requests  an  additional  modi¬ 
fication  or  the  renewal  of  his  authoriza¬ 
tion,  the  appropriate  modification  or  re¬ 
newal  fee  must  accompany  the  applica¬ 
tion.  Fee  exemptions  arising  out  of  this 
general  exception  will  be  announced  to 
the  public  in  the  orders  amending  the 
rules  or  in  other  appropriate  Commission 
notices. 

(b)  No  fee  is  required  for  an  applica¬ 
tion  filed  by  an  alien  pursuant  to  a  re¬ 
ciprocal  radio  licensing  agreement. 

(c)  A  receiver  model  certificated  prior 
to  August  1,  1970,  and  which  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  distributed  after  August  1, 
1970,  need  not  be  recertificated  and  no 
filing  or  grant  fee  shall  be  required  for 
continued  distribution  provided  it  will 
continue  to  be  distributed  under  the 
same  trade  name  and  model  number  and 
with  identical  circuitry. 


§  1.1105  General  rule  (STA  and 
waiver). 

Except  as  otherwise  provided  no  filing 
fee  Is  required  for  any  application  or 
request  for  special  temporary  authority 
(STA)  or  waiver  of  brief  duration  or 
minor  character  in  any  service  or  for 
the  grant  of  either  an  STA  or  a  waiver 
of  brief  duration  or  minor  character. 
Upon  the  grant  of  an  application  or  re¬ 
quest  for  either  an  STA  or  a  waiver  of 
an  important  character,  the  applicant 
will  be  notified  to  remit  a  fee  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amount  for  the  respective  serv¬ 


ices: 

Broadcast  Services _ _ _ $25 

Common  Carrier  Services _  25 

Safety  and  Special  Radio _  5 

Cable  Television  Services _  25 


§  1.1111  Schedule  of  fees  for  Radio 
Rroadcast  Services. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  the  fees  prescribed 
below  are  applicable  to  .applications  and 
operations  in  the  Radio  Broadcast  Serv¬ 
ices: 

(1)  Construction  permits.  Application 
for  construction  permit  for  new  station 
or  for  major  changes  in  existing  station- 


Filing 

fee 

Grant 

fee 

VHF — Top  50  markets  . 

....  $3,500 

$31,500 

UHF— Top  50  markets . . 

1,750 

15, 750 

VII F— Next  50  markets _ 

1,400 

12,600 

UHF — Next  50  markets . 

....  700 

6,300 

VHF— Balance . . . 

700 

6,300 

UHF— Balance . . . . 

350 

3,150 

FM— Class  A _ _ _ 

70 

630 

FM— Classes  B  and  C . 

140 

1,260 

AM — Day — 50  kW . . 

350 

3,1.50 

AM— Day— 25  kW _ _ 

_  280 

2, 520 

AM— Day— 10  kW.. . . 

210 

1, 800 

AM—  Day— 5  kW . . . 

140 

1, 260 

AM— Day— 1  kW _ 

70 

630 

AM— Day— 500  W . . 

_  35 

315 

AM— Dav— 260  W . . 

20 

155 

AM— Unlimited  50  kW _ 

700 

6,300 

AM— Unlimited  25  kW . . 

_  560 

5, 040 

AM— Unlimited  10  kW . 

_  420 

3,780 

AM — Unlimited  5  kW _ 

_  280 

2, 520 

AM— Unlimited  lkW. . 

_  140 

1, 260 

AM— Unlimited  500  W . . 

_  70 

630 

AM— Unlimited  250  W . 

_  35 

315 

AM— Class  IV . 

_  70 

630 

1  The  market  size  shall  be  determined  by  the  ranking 
of  the  American  Research  Bureau,  on  the  basis  of  prime 
time  households  (average  quarter-hour  audience  during 
prime  time,  all  home  stations). 


(2)  Other  applications.  The  following 
fees  shall  accompany  each  application: 


AM  FM  TV  Auxil¬ 
iary  * 


Application  for  construction 
permit  to  replace  expired 

permit,  FCC  form  321 » . $175  $175  $175  $35 

Application  for  modification 
other  than  a  major  change 
(except  auxiliary  broadcast 

services) . . 35  35  35  .  .. 

Application  for  modification 
of  a  construction  permit  or 
license  in  the  auxiliary 

broadcast  services... . . .  14 

Application  for  change  of  call 

sign  for  broadcast  station...  100  100  100  . . 1. 

All  other  applications  in  the 
broadcast  services... . .  35  35  35  35 


1  With  respect  to  applications  for  remote  pickup 
broadcast  stations  authorized  under  Subpart  D  of  Part 
74  of  this  chapter,  one  fee  will  cover  the  base  station  (if 
any)  and  all  the  remote  pickup  mobile  stations  of  a  main 
station,  provided  the  applications  therefore  are  filed  at 
the  same  time. 

1  The  $175  fee  applies  to  construction  permits  for  new 
stations  or  major  change  in  existing  stations.  An  appli¬ 
cation  to  replace  a  construction  permit  for  a  modification 
other  than  a  major  change  must  Ire  accompanied  by  a  fee 
of  $35  in  all  services. 

(3)  Subscription  television.  Application 
for  Subscription  Television  Authoriza¬ 
tions: 

/ 

Application  Filing  Fee _ $700 

(4)  International  broadcasting,  (i) 
Construction  permits: 

Filing  Fee _  $70 

Grant  Fee _  630 

(ii)  Filing  fee  for  application  for  sea¬ 
sonal  schedule: 

Per  Transmitter-Hour  Requested  (for 
one  day) _ l. _  $17 

(5)  Assignments  and  transfers.  Appli¬ 
cation  for  assignment  of  license  or  trans¬ 
fer  of  control — Form  314,  Form  315  and 
Form  316  applications.  (Where  more 
than  one  broadcast  station  license  is  in¬ 
volved,  the  total  amount  of  fees  pre¬ 
scribed  for  each  license  so  involved  will 
be  paid  in  the  manner  set  forth  below) : 


SALES  OB  EXCHANGES 


Application  filing  fee  (forms  314  and  315) - 

Application  filing  fee  (form  316) - 

Grant  fee  (to  be  paid  Immediately  following  consummation  of 
the  assignment  or  transfer) : 

For  AM  stations,  and  Joint  assignment  or  transfer  of 
AM-FM  stations,  with  gross  revenue  of  $400,000  or  less. 

For  AM  stations,  and  Joint  assignment  or  transfer  of 
AM-FM  stations,  with  gross  revenue  greater  than  $400,000. 

For  all  FM  stations - 

For  television  stations  with  gross  revenue  of  $800,000  or 
less. 

For  television  stations  with  gross  revenue  greater  than 
$800,000. 

In  all  other  cases  and/or  when  gross  revenue  Is  Indetermin¬ 
able.  (See  note  2.) 

Gifts:  Application  filing  fees  and  grant  fees  for  assignments  or 
transfers  resulting  from  gifts  are  the  same  as  those  for  Bales 
or  exchanges  above,  with  the  exception  that  no  grant  fee  win 
be  assessed  for  an  assignment  or  transfer  by  gift  from  a  person 
to  a  spouse  and/or  lineal  descendant. 


$700. 

$175. 


3.15  percent  of  gross 
revenue. 

$12,600  plus  4.9  percent 
of  gross  revenue  in 
excess  of  $400,000. 

3.15  percent  of  gross 
revenue. 

3.5  percent  of  gross 
revenue. 

$28,000  plus  5.6  percent 
of  gross  revenue  in 
excess  of  $800,000. 

1.4  percent  of  considera¬ 
tion  for  assignment  or 
transfer. 
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Note  1:  Gross  revenue  will  be  determined 
by  taking  the  average  of  the  annual  gross 
revenue  figures  reported  on  line  19  of  FCC 
Form  324  for  the  respective  station (s)  for  the 
three  years  immediately  preceding  the  date 
of  the  consummation  of  the  transfer  or  as¬ 
signment. 

Note  2:  In  certain  situations  gross  revenue 
figures  are  not  available  for  assessment  of  a 
fee  on  that  basis — for  example,  assignment  or 
transfer  of  an  AM  or  FM  station  Individually 
from  what  had  been  a  Joint  AM-FM  opera¬ 
tion;  assignment  or  transfer  of  a  broadcast 
station  license  in  which  gross  revenue  has 
been  either  nonexistent  or  so  intermittent 
as  to  be  an  improper  basis  upon  which  to 
establish  a  grant  fee;  assignment  or  trans¬ 
fer  of  religious  or  other  stations  that  do  not 
report  gross  revenue.  In  those  types  of  cases, 
the  grant  fee  will  be  assessed  on  the  basis 
of  consideration  as  indicated  above. 

Note  3:  In  the  case  of  transfer  of  control, 
the  transfer  grant  fee  will  be  based  on  the 
percentage  of  interest  acquired  which  re¬ 
sulted  in  the  transfer  of  control  (except  for 
those  situations  described  in  Note  4  below  in 
which  additional  acquisitions  of  interest  may 
be  subject  to  the  grant  fee).  (Example:  “A” 
acquires  a  60%  interest  in  an  AM  station 
with  gross  revenue  of  $100,000.  Assuming  “A” 
holds  no  other  interest  in  this  station  that 
was  acquired  in  the  preceding  two  years,  the 
grant  fee  is  $1,890— $100,000  x  3.15%  x  60%. ) 

Note.  4:  In  the  case  of  transfer  of  control 
in  which  the  transferee  holds  previously  ac¬ 
quired  Interest  in  the  subject  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion  license,  the  grant  fee  will  be  based  on 
the  acquisition  which  resulted  in  transfer  of 
control  and  on  interests  acquired  during  the 
two-year  period  immediately  preceding  the 
date  of  the  contract  for  the  transfer  of  con¬ 
trol.  In  addition,  a  grant  fee  will  also  be 
assessed  against  any  additional  interest  in 
the  station  acquired  within  two  years  follow¬ 
ing  the  date  of  the  contract  for  transfer  of 
control.  Such  grant  fee  for  additional  acqui¬ 
sitions  within  two  years  subsequent  to  trans¬ 
fer  of  control  will  be  computed  on  the  basis 
of  the  same  gross  revenue  figures  used  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  transfer  of  control  applica¬ 
tion  and  such  additional  fee  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  at  the  time  the  supplemental  Owner¬ 
ship  Report  (FCC  Form  323)  is  filed  with  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  f  1.615(c)  of  this 
chapter'  (Example:  “A”  acquires  the  follow¬ 
ing  interests  in  an  AM  station  with  $100,000 
gross  revenue:  1/1/71 — 10%,  1/1/72 — 10%, 
1/1/73 — 20%,  2/1/74  (contract  date) — 30%. 
The  transfer  grant  fee  is  $1,575— $100,000  x 
3.15%  x  50%,  with  the  50%  figure  represent¬ 
ing  the  interest  that  resulted  in  transfer  of 
control  plus  interest  acquired  in  the  two 
years  immediately  preceding  the  date  of  con¬ 
tract  for  the  transaction  which  resulted  in 
transfer  of  control.  If  "A”  were  to  acquire 
any  additional  Interest  in  this  station  prior 
to  2/1/76,  an  additional  grant  fee  would  be 
Incurred  equivalent  to  the  additional  Interest 
acquired  time3  $100,000  times  3.15%. 

Note  5:  Grant  fees  are  required  in  the  case 
of  FCC  Form  316  applications  only  in  cases 
in  which  the  application  is  filed  pursuant  to 
I  1.640(b)  (3)  or  (b)  (6)  of  this  chapter.  In 
such  cases,  grant  fees  will  be  computed  in 
the  same  manner  as  for  FCC  Form  315 
applications. 

(6)  Annual  license  fee.  Each  broad¬ 
cast  station  shall  pay  an  annual  license 
fee  to  the  Commission  based  on  the  sta¬ 
tion’s  rate  card  as  of  June  1  of  each 
year.1 


1See  (1.1102(e)  of  this  chapter  for  ex¬ 
planation  of  manner  of  payment  and  com¬ 
putation  of  the  broadcast  annual  license  fee. 


For  AM  &  FM  radio  stations: 

The  annual  license  fee  will  be  a  payment 
equal  to  16.8  times  the  station’s  highest 
single  ’’one-minute”  spot  announcement 
rate,  but  in  no  event  shall  the  annual  Ucense 
fee  for  each  AM  and  each  FM  station  be  less 
than  $36. 

For  television  broadcast  stations; 

The  annual  license  fee  will  be  a  payment 
equal  to  8.4  times  the  station’s  highest  "30- 
second"  spot  announcement  rate,  but  in  no 
event  shall  the  annual  license  fee  be  less 
than  $100. 

(b)  Fees  are  not  required  in  the  fol» 
lowing  ihstances: 

(1)  Applications  filed  by  tax  exempt 
organizations  for  operation  of  stations 
providing  noncommercial  educational 
broadcast  services,  whether  or  not  such 
stations  operate  on  frequencies  allocated 
for  noncommercial,  educational  use. 

(2)  Applications  in  the  standard 
broadcast  service  requesting  authority 
to  determine  power  of  non-directional 
standard  broadcast  stations  by  direct 
measurement. 

(3)  Applications  for  all  FM  or  televi¬ 
sion  translators  and  all  FM  or  television 
translator  relay  stations. 

(4)  Applications  by  local  government 
entities  in  connection  with  the  licensing 
or  operation  of  a  noncommercial 
broadcast  station. 

(5)  Applications  for  licenses  to  cover 
construction  permits  in  the  auxiliary 
broadcast  services. 

§  1.1113  Schedule  of  fees  for  Common 
Carrier  Services. 

Applications  filed  for  common  carrier 
services  shall  be  accompanied  by  the 
fees  prescribed  below: 

(a)  Domestic  public  land  mobile  radio 
services  *: 

Application 

fee 

Application  for  initial  construction  per¬ 
mit  or  for  relocation  of  a  base  station 
Including  authority  for  mobile  units, 
blanket  dispatch  station  authority," 
and  standby  transmitters  without  in¬ 
dependent  radiating  systems  *  * _ '  $150 

If  above  includes  authority  for  mobile 
units,  blanket  dispatch  station  au¬ 
thority  or  standby  transmitters  with¬ 
out  independent  radiating  system  add 
per  mobile  unit,  dispatch  stations  or 

standby  transmitter _  6 

Application  for  initial  construction  per¬ 
mit  or  for  relocation  of  a  dispatch 
station,5  auxiliary  test  station,  con¬ 
trol  station  or  repeater  station  * _  75 

Application  for  other  than  initial  con¬ 
struction  permit,  modification  of  con¬ 
struction  permit  or  license  for  base 
station,  dispatch  station,  auxiliary 
test  station,  control  station  or  re¬ 
peater  station  at  an  existing  station 

location _  30 

Application  for  modification  of  au¬ 
thorization  to  increase  number  of 
mobile  units,  blanket  dispatch  sta¬ 
tions  or  standby  transmitters  without 
independent  radiating  systems — per 


unit  or  transmitter _  6 

Application  for  renewal  of  base  sta¬ 
tion  license _  90 


If  above  includes  renewal  authority  for 
mobile  units,  blanket  dispatch  sta¬ 
tions  or  standby  transmitters  with¬ 
out  Independent  radiating  systems, 
add  per  mobile  units,  dispatch  sta¬ 
tion  or  standby  transmitter _ _  8 

(See  footnotes  at  end  of  tables.) 


Applica¬ 

tion 

fee 


Application  for  renewal  of  license  for 
dispatch  station,  auxiliary  test  sta¬ 
tion,  control  station  or  repeater  sta¬ 
tion  _  $35 

Application  for  license,  modification  of 
license  or  renewal  of  license  for  in¬ 
dividual  mobile  stations: 

One  mobile  unit  per  application —  15 

Each  additional  mobile  unit  per 
application _  9 


( b )  Rural  radio  service : 

Applica¬ 

tion 

fee 

Application  for  an  initial  construction 
permit  or  for  relocation  of  central 
office,  interoffice  or  relay  facilities.  _  $120 


Application  for  other  than  initial  con¬ 
struction  permit,  modification  of  con¬ 
struction  permit  or  license  for  central 

office,  interoffice  or  relay  facilities _  45 

Application  for  an  initial  construction 
permit  or  for  relocation  of  rural  sub¬ 
scriber  facilities -  75 

Application  for  other  than  initial  con¬ 
struction  permit  modification  of  con¬ 
struction  permit  or  license  for  rural 

subscriber  facilities _  45 

Application  for  license  for  operation  of 
stations  at  temporary -fixed  locations.  20 
Application  for  renewal  of  license  of 
central  office,  interoffice  or  relay  sta¬ 
tion  _  75 

Application  for  renewal  of  license  of 
rural  subscriber  station -  15 


(c)  Point-to-point  microwave  radio 
services : 

Applica¬ 

tion 

fee 


Applications  for  construction  permit  or 
for  modification  of  construction  per¬ 
mit  to  add  or  change  point(s)  of  com¬ 
munication  or  to  increase  service  to 
existing  points  of  communication  or 

for  relocation  of  facilities*8 - $120 

Application  for  license  for  operation  of  a 
station  at  temporary -fixed  locations.  90 
Application  for  other  modifications  of 
construction  permit  or  modification 

of  license _  30 

Application  for  renewal  of  license _  75 


(d)  Local  television  transmission  serv 
ice: 


Applica¬ 

tion 

fee 

Application  for  construction  permit  or 
for  modification  of  construction  per¬ 
mit  to  add  or  change  point(s)  of 
communication  or  to  increase  service 
to  an  existing  station  location  or  for 
relocation  of  facilities* _ $120 


Application  for  license  for  operation  of 
an  STL  station  at  temporary-fixed 

locations - - -  90 

Application  for  license  for  operation 
of  a  mobile  television  pickup  station.  90 

Application  for  other  modification  of 
construction  permit  or  modification 

of  license -  30 

Application  for  renewal  of  license -  76 


(e)  Multipoint  distribution  service: 


Applica¬ 

tion 

fee 

Application  for  initial  construction  per¬ 
mit  or  for  modification  Involving  re¬ 
location  of  station  or  addition  or 
change  of  frequencies _ $150 
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Application 

fee 

Application  for  other  modification  of 


construction  permit  or  license _ —  30 

Application  for  renewal  of  license -  75 


(f)  International  fixed  public  radio- 
communication  services: 

Application 

fee 

International  Fixed  Public  Station: 
Application  for  an  initial  construc¬ 
tion  permit  for  a  new  station  or 
an  additional  transmitter(s)  at  an 

authorized  station* - $500 

Application  for  construction  permit 
for  a  replacement  transmitter  (s)  at 
an  authorized  station  (no  fee  will 
be  charged  for  application  for  modi¬ 
fication  of  license  to  delete  trans¬ 
mitter^)  being  replaced  if  the  ap¬ 
plications  are  filed  simultane¬ 


ously)  _  105 

Application  for  change  of  location 

of  an  authorized  station _  330 

Application  for  modification  of  li¬ 
cense  _  75 

Application  for  renewal  of  license-.  180 

International  Control  Station: 


Application  for  an  initial  construc¬ 
tion  permit  for  a  new  station  or  an 


Application 

fee 

additional  transmitter  (s)  at  an  au¬ 
thorized  station  * _  300 

Application  for  construction  permit 
for  a  replacement  transmitter  (s) 
at  an  authorized  station  (no  fee 
will  be  charged  for  application  for 
modification  of  license  to  delete 
transmitter  being  replaced  if  the 
applications  are  filed  simultane¬ 


ously)  _  180 

Application  for  change  of  location  of 

an  authorized  station _  300 

Application  for  modification  of  li¬ 
cense  _  75 

Application  for  renewal  of  license _  90 

(See  footnotes  at  end  of  tables.) 

(g)  Other  radio  applications: 


Application 

fee 

Applications  for  assignment  of  an  au¬ 
thorization  or  transfer  of  control  (a 
separate  fee  is  required  for  each  call 

sign  covered  by  the  application) _  $35 

All  other  common  carrier  radio  appli¬ 
cations  _  15 

(h)  Satellite  communications  serv¬ 
ices:  18 


Filing 

lee  Grant  fee 


Application  for  initial  construction  permit  for  commercial  transmit/receive 
earth  station.  * 


Application  for  initial  construction  permit  for  a  commercial  receive-only  or 
transportable  earth  station.* 

Application  for  modification  of  construction  permit  or  license  or  for  construc¬ 
tion  permit  for  additional  equipment  at  an  existing  commercial  earth 
station. 

Application  for  authority  to  operate  a  transportable  earth  station  at  a  fixed 
site. 

Application  for  renewal  of  license  tor  a  commercial  transmit/receive  earth 
station. 

Application  for  renewal  of  license  for  a  commercial  receive-only  earth  station. 

Application  for  initial  construction  permit  or  modification  of  construction 
permit  or  license  for  an  auxiliary  station  (boresight  to  an  earth  station  or 
for  a  telemetry,  tracking  and  control  station. 

Application  for  initial  construction  permit  per  satellite . 

Application  for  authority  to  launch  and  operate  satellites,  per  satellite _ 


Application  for  renewal  of  an  auxiliary  station  to  an  earth  station  or  for  a 
telemetry,  tracking  and  control  station. 

Application  for  assignment  of  a  commercial  transmit/receive  earth  station 
or  satellite  construction  permit  or  license  or  transfer  of  control  of  a  licensee 
or  permittee,  per  earth  station  or  satellite. 

Application  fer  assignment  of  a  commercial  receive-only  or  transportable 
earth  station  construction  permit  or  license  or  transfer  of  control  of  a 
licensee  or  permittee,  per  earth  station. 

Application  for  communications  common  carrier  for  authorization  to  own 
stock  in  the  Communications  Satellite  Corp. 

Any  other  application  filed  under  the  Communications  Satellite  Act  or  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934  in  the  Satellite  Communications  Services. 


$120  VS  of  1  percent  of  construction 
cost  as  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation— not  to  exceed 

$15,000. 

60  Do. 

60  VS  of  1  percent  of  construction 
cost  as  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation. 

180  None. 


60  $3,000. 

330  None. 

30  VS  of  1  percent  of  const  ruction 
cost  as  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation. 

150  3,000. 

150  VS  of  1  percent  of  satellite  con¬ 
struction  cost  as  set  forth  in 
the  application  (due  4S 
days  after  successful  launch 
and  operation). 

180  None. 

45  Do. 


45  Do. 


45  Do. 

46  DO. 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  tables. 
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(i)  Common  carrier  nonradio  applications: 


PROPOSED  RULES 


Klin* 

fee 


Grant  fee 


Sections  214  applications  for  construction  landline  coaxial  cable.*.. . .= 

Section  214  applications  to  extend  or  supplement  facilities  by  construction 
or  acquisition  of  landline  voice  cables  or  installation  of  carrier  equipment 
on  landline  wire,  cable  or  radio  routes.* 

Section  214  applications  to  lease  facilities  from  other  carriers  (except  over¬ 
seas  channels).' 

Section  214  application  for  overseas  cable  construction . . . .- 

Section  214  applications  to  establish  communication  channels  on  overseas 

cables.1* 

Cable  landing  license _ _ _ _ _ 

Section  214  applications  to  acquire  overseas  cable  channels.. . . 

Section  214  application  to  acquire  domestic  circuits  to  Interconnect  interna¬ 
tional  circuits: 

Circuits  outside  of  the  United  States . . . 

Circuits  within  the  United  States  or  territories _ 

Section  214  applications  to  install  carrier  equipment  to  establish  channels  of 
communication  at  an  earth  station. 

Section  214  applications  to  establish  and  provide  channels  of  communication 
via  satellite. 

Section  214  application  to  acquire  satellite  channels _ ... _ 

Section  214  applications  to  discontinue,  reduce  or  impair  services  to  the 

public: 

Telegraph  offices  and  Public  Coast  Stations _ _ 

All  other _ _ _ _ _ 

Interlocking  Directorate  applications _ _ _ 

Section  221  applications . . . 

Applications  for  certification  for  priority  restoration  of  leased  intercity  pri¬ 
vate  line  service  in  emergency  situations. 

Tariff  Filings: 

All  other  common  carrier  nonradio  applications . . . 


$60  $3  per  route  mile. 

30  $3.60  per  100  equivalent  4 
kHz  channel  miles  author- 
lied.'* 

16  $2.50  per  100  equivalent  4 
kill  channel  miles  author¬ 
ized.1* 

600  $30  per  route  mile  (nautical). 

30  $6  per  100  equivalent  3  kHz 
channel  miles  authorized." 

120  None. 

30  $3.60  per  100  equivalent  3 
kHz  channel  miles  author¬ 
ized. 


16  None. 

16  $2.60  per  100  equivalent  4 
kHz  channel  miles  author¬ 
ized. 

60  Vi  of  1  percent  of  equipment 
and  Installation  cost  as  set 
forth  In  the  application. 

180  None. 

30  $12  per  equivalent  4  kHz 
channel. 


15  None. 


60 

30 

160 

46 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


1  In  this  service  each  transmitter  at  a  fixed  location  Is  a  separate  station  notwithstanding  the  inclusion  of  more 
than  one  such  station  on  a  single  authorization  or  under  a  single  call  sign. 

2  When  included  as  part  of  base  station  applications,  a  request  for  blanket  dispatch  station  authority  made  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  5  21.619(a)  of  this  chapter  docs  not  require  an  individual  application.  A  request  for  such  dispatch 
station  authority  filed  separately  from  a  base  station  construction  permit  application  requires  an  application  for 
modification  of  license  and  an  appropriate  fee. 

2  An  application  for  a  standby  transmitter  having  its  own  independent  radiating  system  requires  the  same  fee  as 
a  base  station  application. 

4  No  additional  fee  will  be  charged  for  applications  for  licenses  to  cover  a  const  ruction  permit  unless  there  Is  a 
modification  or  variation  of  outstanding  authority  involved.  In  that  event  the  appropriate  fee  for  modification  is 

applicable. 

»  This  fee  applies  to  any  request  for  dispatch  station  authority  not  made  pursuant  to  $  21.519(a)  of  this  chapter. 

4  The  fee  is  not  required  for  applications  filed  by  governmental  entities. 

7  For  applicants  who  propose  to  multiplex  their  radio  systems  and  who  make  the  supplementary  showing  required 
by  5§  21.608  and  21.706  of  this  chapter  in  the  lead  application  in  lieu  of  filing  a  separate  application  under  section  214 
of  the  Act,  an  additional  grant  fee  will  be  payable  at  the  rate  prescribed  in  the  schedule  for  section  214  applications  to 
extend  or  supplement  facilities. 

6  The  filing  fees  specified  in  the  schedule  for  satellite  communications  services  do  not  apply  to  Initial  applications  for 
domestic  systems  to  be  considered  in  conjunction  with  that  of  Western  Union;  Public  Notice  FCC  70-953.  However, 
Hie  grant  fee  will  be  applicable  to  any  grant.  All  subsequent  applications  will  be  subject  to  the  filing  as  well  as  the 

grant  fees. 

•  In  the  case  of  connecting  circuits  for  international  satellite  circuits  the  mileage  is  computed  as  the  distance  from 
the  U.8.  terminal  to  the  nearest  earth  station. 

10  Projects  undertaken  pursuant  to  grant  of  continuing  authority  as  prescribed  in  }{  63.03(c)  and  63.04(c)  of  this 
chapter  arc  subject  to  the  grant  iee. 

11  Fees  for  other  than  4kHz  or  3kHz  channels  will  be  the  appropriate  multiple  or  fractions  of  the  4kHz  or  3kHz 
channel  fee.  If  digital  channels  are  to  be  provided,  two  4.8  k/b/s  (or  one  9.6  k/b/s)  data  channels  are  to  be  considered 
the  equi  valent  of  one  4kHz  analog  channel  for  purpose  of  calculating  the  grant  fee.  When  digital  mode  is  used  for  voice 
services,  an  equivalency  of  64  k/b/s  to  a  4kHz  channel  will  be  used.  Channels  will  be  classified  according  to  anticipated 
predominate  initial  use  by  the  carrier. 

12  For  blanket  applications  filed  pursuant  to  51  63.67  or  63.68  of  this  chapter,  the  grant  fee  shall  apply  to  each 
Individual  main  or  branch  office  for  which  reduction  of  hours  is  authorized. 


§  1.1 1 15  Schedule  of  fees  for  the  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services. 

fa)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
fc)  of  this  section,  the  fees  set  forth  in 
the  schedule  below  shall  accompany  all 
formal  applications  for  authorizations 
filed  in  the  Safety  and  Special  Radio 
Services: 


Applications  for  all  authorizations  ex¬ 
cept  as  noted  below _  $6 

Ship  license  that  Includes  interim 

authorization  _  10 

Operational  fixed  station  using  frequen¬ 
cies  above  952  MHz: 

Initial  license,  5-year  renewal  and 

assignment  of  license _  20 

Yearly  renewal _  6 

Stations  using  frequencies  In  the  band 
806-947  MHz  and  providing  service  on 

a  commercial  basis — per  channel _ 200 

Common  carrier  public  coast  stations: 
Initial  license,  renewal  and  assignment 
of  license _ 76 


Amateur  service: 

Modification  of  license  without  re¬ 
newal  _  5 

Special  call  sign  (in  addition  to 
other  applicable  fee) _  25 


<b)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(c)  of  this  section,  the  fee  set  forth  be¬ 
low  shall  accompany  the  following  appli¬ 
cation  or  requests  in  the  Safety  and 
Special  Radio  Services: 

Duplicate  license _  6 

(c)  Fees  are  not  required  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  instances: 

(1)  Applications  filed  in  the  Police, 
Fire,  Forestry  Conservation,  Highway 
Maintenance,  Local  Government  and 
State  Guard  Radio  Services. 

(2)  Applications  filed  in  governmental 
entities  in  any  of  the  Safety  and  Spe¬ 
cial  Radio  Services. 


(3)  Applications  filed  by  the  following 
in  the  Special  Emergency  Radio  Service : 
hospitals,  disaster  relief  organizations, 
beach  patrols,  school  buses,  and  non¬ 
profit  ambulance  operators  and  rescue 
organizations. 

(4)  Applications  filed  in  the  Disaster 
Communications  Services. 

(5)  Applications  for  ship  inspections 
pursuant  to  the  Great  Lakes  Agreement, 
the  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea  Convention,  and 
Parts  n  and  III,  Title  III,  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

(6)  Application  for  Novice  Class  license 
in  the  Amateur  Radio  Service,  applica¬ 
tions  for  amateur  stations  under  military 
auspices,  and  applications  filed  in  the 
Radio  Amateur  Civil  Emergency  Services 
(RACES) . 

(7)  Operational  Fixed  Microwave  ap¬ 
plications  filed  for  Closed  Circuit  Educa¬ 
tional  Television  Service. 

(8)  Applications  for  Aeronautical  Ra¬ 
dionavigation  Stations,  Aeronautical 
Search  and  Rescue  Stations,  and  any  ap¬ 
plications  filed  by  the  Civil  Air  Patrol  or 
its  component  units  in  the  Safety  and 
Special  Radio  Services. 

(9)  Applications  for  license  for  an  air¬ 
craft  station  to  operate  with  only  an 
emergency  locator  transmitter. 

(10)  Amendments  to  applications  for 
authorizations  in  the  Safety  and  Special 
Radio  Services  if  the  amended  applica¬ 
tion  on  an  original  filing  would  not  have 
required  a  higher  fee  than  that  already 
paid  for  the  application  being  amended. 
If  a  higher  fee  would  have  been  required 
than  that  already  paid,  the  applicant  will 
be  required  to  pay  the  difference  upon 
filing  the  amendment.  If  the  fee  would 
have  been  lower,  no  refund  will  be  made. 

§  1.1116  Schedule  of  fees  fop  Cable 
Television  and  Cable  Television  Re¬ 
lay  Services. 

(a)  Applications  and  petitions  filed  in 
the  Cable  Television  and  Cable  Televi¬ 
sion  Relay  Services  shall  be  accompanied 
by  the  fees  prescribed  below: 


Application  In  the  Cable  Television 
Relay  (CAR)  Service: 

For  a  construction  permit _  $20 

For  a  license  or  renewal _  6 

For  a  modification  of  construction 

permit  or  of  a  license _  5 

For  reinstatement  of  expired  con¬ 
struction  permit  or  license _  5 

For  assignment  of  license  or  of 
construction  permit,  or  for 

transfer  of  control _  10 

Application  for  certificate  of  compli¬ 
ance  pursuant  to  §  76.11 _  15 


Note  1:  If  multiple  applications  for  cer¬ 
tificates  of  compliance  are  simultaneously 
filed  by  cable  television  systems  having  a 
common  headend  and  Identical  ownership 
but  serving  or  proposing  to  serve  more  than 
one  community,  the  full  $15  fee  will  be  re¬ 
quired  for  only  one  of  the  communities;  a  $5 
fee  will  be  required  for  each  of  the  other 
communities. 

(b)  An  annual  authorization  fee  shall 
be  paid  by  each  CATV  system  on  or  be¬ 
fore  April  1  of  each  year  for  the  preceding 
calendar  year.  The  fee  for  each  system 
shall  be  equal  to  the  number  of  its  sub¬ 
scribers  times  13  cents.  The  number  of 
subscribers  shall  be  determined  by  aver- 
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aging  the  number  of  subscribers  on  the 
last  day  of  each  calendar  quarter.  (See 
§  1.1102(f).) 

Note  2:  Where  a  system  offers  bulk-rates 
to  multiple-outlet  subscribers,  such  as  apart¬ 
ment  house  or  motel  operators,  each  bulk- 
rate  contract  Is  viewed  as  a  number  of  sub¬ 
scriptions  to  be  calculated  by  dividing  the 
total  annual  charge  for  the  bulk-rate  con¬ 
tract  by  the  system’s  basic  annual  subscrip¬ 
tion  rate  for  an  Individual  household.  (Thus, 
for  example,  If  a  cable  television  system 
charges  an  apartment  house  operator  $1,000 
a  year  for  a  bulk-rate  contract  and  charges 
individual  households  a  basic  rate  or  $50 
per  year,  the  bulk-rate  contract  Is  counted 
as  20  subscriptions  (l.e.  1,000  -5-  50  =  20.) ) 
Where  a  variety  of  “annual  subscription 
rates”  for  Individual  households  exists  (e.g., 
$50  per  year.  If  paid  In  one  sum,  or  $60  per 
year.  If  paid  on  a  per -month  basis) ,  the  rate 
used  In  the  subscriber  formula  shall  be  the 
lowest  annual  rate  which  is  offered  to  indi¬ 
vidual  subscribers  ($50  here) .  Likewise,  if 
the  bulk-rate  contract  is  on  a  monthly  basis. 
It  shall  be  divided  by  the  lowest  monthly 
rate  which  Is  offered.  In  the  preceding  ex¬ 
ample,  a  $50  per  year  charge  should  be  viewed 
as  a  charge  of  $4.17  per  month.  It  is  not  con¬ 
templated,  however,  that  such  calculations 
should  be  made  with  respect  to  extra  pay¬ 
ments  for  additional  cable  television  outlets 
within  the  same  Individual  household. 

§  1.1117  Schedule  of  fees  for  commer¬ 
cial  radio  operator  examinations 
and  licensing. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraphs 

(b)  and  (c)  of  this  section,  applications 
for  commercial  radio  operator  examina¬ 
tions  and  licensing  shall  be  accompanied 
by  the  fees  prescribed  below: 


(1)  Applications  for  new  operator  license 

or  permit : 

First-class,  second-class,  or  third- 
class,  either  radiotelephone  or  ra¬ 
diotelegraph  _  $4 

Provisional  radiotelephone  third- 
class  operator  certificate  with 
broadcast  endorsement,  one-year 

term  _  2 

Restricted  radiotelephone  permit _  4 

Restricted  radiotelephone  permit 
(alien) ,  five-year  term _  4 

(2)  Application  for  endorsement  of  li¬ 

cense  or  permit _  2 

(3)  Application  for  renewal  of  operator 

license  or  permit: 

First-class,  second-class,  or  third- 
class,  either  radiotelephone  or  ra¬ 
diotelegraph  _  2 

Restricted  radiotelephone  operator 
permit  (alien) _  4 

(4)  Application  for  replacement  or  du¬ 

plicate  license  or  permit _  2 

(5)  Application  for  verification  card 

(form  758-F) . 2 


(b)  Whenever  an  applicant  requests 
both  an  operator  license  or  permit  and 
an  endorsement,  the  required  fee  will  be 
the  fee  prescribed  for  the  license  docu¬ 
ment  involved  only. 

(c)  No  fee  is  required  for  applications 
for  a  replacement  license  or  permit  for 
a  marriage-related  change  of  name. 

(d)  When  an  application  is  filed  for  a 
new  license  or  permit  and  the  applicant 
fails  to  appear  for  the  required  examina¬ 
tion  within  18  months,  the  application 
will  be  null  and  void  for  failure  to  prose¬ 
cute  and  no  refund  will  be  made. 

(e)  Operator  authorizations  are  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Commission  subject  to  pay¬ 
ment  and  receipt  of  the  applicable  fee 


pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  §  1.1102 
of  this  chapter.  In  the  case  of  operator 
authorizations,  when  the  Commission  is 
unable  to  collect  the  prescribed  fee  by  a 
specified  date  upon  notification  mailed 
to  the  applicant  at  his  last  known  ad¬ 
dress,  the  authorization  will  become  null, 
void  and  ineffective  after  that  date. 

§  1.1120  Schedule  of  fees  for  equip¬ 
ment  type  approval,  type  acceptance 
and  certification. 

Type  approval,  type  acceptance,  certi¬ 
fication  or  approval  of  subscription  tele¬ 
vision  systems  shall  require  payment  of 
fees  as  prescribed  below: 

(a)  Certification: 

Application 

Item  fee 

(1)  Application  for  certification  of 
each  receiver  model :  * 

a.  Television  broadcast  receiver..  $250 

b.  FM  broadcast  receiver  (with  or 

without  other  reception  ca¬ 
pability)  _  160 


Application 

Item  fee 

c.  Combination  TV/FM  broadcast 

receiver  (with  or  without  other 
reception  capabUlty) _  300 

d.  All  other  receivers _  150 

(2)  Application  for  certification  of 

equipment  operating  under  Part 
18  s  . 150 

(3)  Application  for  certification  of 

equipment  (other  than  receiv¬ 
ers)  operating  under  Part  15  s _  150 

(b)  Type  acceptance: 

(1)  Application  for  type  acceptance 

for  each  equipment  type1**4 _ $200 

(2)  Application  for  the  addition  of  one 

or  more  rule  parts  to  existing 
type  acceptance  for  each  equip¬ 
ment  type  as  identified  by  manu¬ 
facturer  or  trade  name  and  type 
number  _  150 

(3)  Approval  of  subscription  television 

system  _ 1,  500 

(c)  Type  approval* 


Filing  fee  7  Grant  fee 1 


(1)  Applications  for  type  approval  of  equipment  requiring  tests:  * ' 

a.  Part  73: 

1.  Broadcast  modulation  monitors — SCA  or  stereo . $2,400  $800 

2.  Broadcast  modulation  monitors— other .  1,200  400 

3.  Broadcast  antenna  phase  monitors.. .  2,400  800 

4.  Other  broadcasting  equipment.. .  1,200  400 

b.  Parts  81  and  83: 

1.  Ship  transmitters,  including  lifeboat  transmitters . .  1, 200  400 

2.  Radar . . .  900  300 

3.  Ship  automatic  alarms . . . . . .  3,000  1,000 

4.  Ship  automatic  alarm  key ers.. .  750  250 

5.  Other  maritime  devices . . . . .  750  250 

C.  Part  15: 

1.  Wireless  microphones . . . 450  150 

2.  Auditory  training  transmitters  (72-76  MHz) .  1,200  400 

3.  Class  I  TV  devices: 

If  rated  to  operate  on  1  or  2  channels . .  1, 500  600 

If  rated  to  operate  on  more  than  2  channels,  for  each  channel  over  2 _  750  250 

4.  Other  Part  16  devices . . . . .  450  150 

d.  Part  18: 

1.  Medical  diathermy  and  Subpart  H  equipment  (13.56,  27.12,  40.68  MHz)...  750  250 

2.  Medical  diathermy,  microwave  ovens  and  other  Subpart  H  equipment 

(915  MHz  and  above)... _ _ _ 900  300 

3.  Ultrasonic . 450  150 

4.  Other  Part  18  devices . . 750  250 

(2)  Applications  for  type  approval  of  equipment  not  requiring  tests  • . 76  25 

(3)  Applications  for  approval  of  modifications  in  existing  type  approved  equipment: 

a.  Modifications  which  require  retesting . 75  percent  of  the  filing  and 

grant  fees  specified  in  (1) 
above  for  the  particular 
class  of  equipment. 

b.  All  other  modifications . 76  25 

(4)  Correction  of  equipment  deficiencies:  Application  for  type  approval  where  unit  has 

been  previously  rejected  for  deficiency  and  is  resubmitted  for  testing... . 75  percent  of  the  filing  and 

grant  fees  specified  in  (1) 
above  for  the  particular 
class  of  equipment. 


1  The  receiver  part  of  a  transceiver  or  a  unit  which 
includes  a  transmitter  and  receiver  shall  be  separately 
certificated.  The  application  for  receiver  certification 
shall  be  filed  simultaneously  with,  but  under  separate 
cover  from,  the  application  for  type  acceptance.  • 

1  In  the  case  of  an  equipment  in  which  one  or  more 
receivers  and  transmitters  are  packaged  as  an  individual 
equipment  and  identified  by  a  single  type  number, 
each  receiver  shall  be  separately  certificated  and  each 
transmitter  shall  be  separately  type  accepted.  The 


,pplication(s)  for  certification  for  each  receiver  shall  be 
iled  simultaneously  with,  but  under  separate  cover 


from,  the  application(s)  for  type  acceptance. 

*  Application  for  certification  or  type  acceptance  of 
equipments  which  bear  different  Identification  will  be 
considered  separate  applications,  regardless  of  whether 
such  equipment  may  be  otherwise  identical. 

*  Fees  for  type  acceptance  are  not  required  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  cases-  (a)  when  a  request  for  type  acceptance  is 
included  in  an  application  for  station  license  and  covers 
only  the  item  of  equipment  to  be  authorized  in  that 

Particular  station;  (b)  when  a  request  is  made  by  the 
censee  of  a  station  for  approval  of  modifications  to  a 
specific  item  of  existing  type  accepted  equipment  au¬ 
thorized  in  that  particular  station. 

*  Whenever  an  item  subject  to  type  approval  is  required 
to  comply  with  more  than  one  set  of  technical  specifica¬ 
tions,  separate  fees  will  be  required  for  each  set  of  tech¬ 
nical  specifications  for  which  compliance  is  examined. 
For  example,  a  combined  frequency  and  modulation 
monitor  will  require  the  payment  of  fees  applicable  to 
each;  a  frequency  monitor  for  standard  broadcast  and 
FM  broadcast  will  require  payment  of  fees  applicable 
to  each.  Likewise,  combination  units  of  items  of 
the  same  type,  for  example,  a  combination  of  two 
radars,  will  require  payment  of  two  fees. 


•  A  separate  application,  with  payment  of  appropriate 
fees,  is  required  for  each  equipment  bearing  different 
identification,  whether  in  trade  name  or  model  number, 
even  though  such  equipment  may  otherwise  be  identical 
to  another.  However,  see  note  10  below. 

7  The  filing  fee  must  be  remitted  with  the  application. 
The  applicant  may  include  the  grant  fee  if  he  desires: 
otherwise  the  grant  fee  shall  be  remitted  within  the 
prescribed  46  days  after  grant  of  type  approval.  See 
5  1.1102  of  this  chapter. 

•  A  single  application  is  required  for  a  combination 
under  a  single  identification  of  two  or  more  equipments 
which  are  subject  to  type  approval,  such  as  a  combina¬ 
tion  of  two  radars.  However,  payment  of  separate  fees 
will  be  required  for  each  equipment  which  is  tested.  For 
an  equipment  which  is  subject  to  two  or  more  sets  of 
technical  specifications  in  the  rules,  separate  fees  will  bo 
required  for  each  set  of  tests. 

9  For  a  family  or  series  of  equipment  models  having 
the  same  radiofrequency  generator  or  transmitter  and  so 
nearly  identical  in  design  and  construction  that  tests  on 
only  one  model  will  be  required,  the  model  tested  will  be 
subject  to  the  fees  specified  in  paragraph  (c)(1),  of  this 
section,  and  the  other  models  in  that  series  will  be  subject 
to  the  fees  specified  in  paragraph  (o)(2)  of  this  section. 
For  example,  this  would  apply  to  two  or  more  models  of 
microwave  ovens  identical  except  for  identification, 
styling,  and  minor  electrical  or  mechanical  changes. 
Likewise,  it  would  apply  to  two  or  more  models  of 
marine  radars  which  employ  the  same  transmitter  but 
with  different  combinations  of  accessories.  However, 
initial  applications  for  type  approval  which  request  use 
of  alternate  magnetrons  or  other  critical  components  will 
require  payment  of  the  fee  indicated  in  paragraph 
(c)(1)  of  this  section  plus  the  fee  required  in  paragraph 
(c)  (3)a  of  this  section. 
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2.  Section  13.71,  paragraph  (b)  would 
be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  13.71  Issue  of  duplicate  or  replace¬ 
ment  licenses. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(b)  The  holder  of  any  license  or  per¬ 
mit  whose  name  is  legally  changed  shall, 
within  thirty  days  of  the  legal  change 
of  name,  make  application  for  a  replace¬ 
ment  document  to  indicate  the  new  legal 
name  by  submitting  a  properly  executed 
application  accompanied  by  the  license 
or  permit  affected.  If  the  authorization 
is  in  the  diploma  form,  the  application 
should  be  submitted  to  the  office  where 
it  was  issued.  If  the  authorization  is  of 
the  card  form  (Restricted  Radiotele¬ 
phone  Operator  Permit),  it  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission,  Gettysburg,  PA  17325. 

Note:  Pursuant  to  5  1.1117(c),  no  fee  is 
required  for  application  for  replacement  of 
license  for  a  marriage-related  change  of 
name. 

[FR  Doc.74-18763  Filed  8-16-74:8:45  am] 
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